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"CUM  rerum  a  Christo  geftarum 
"nulla  fuperiit  hiftoria  fide  digna, 
"  prseter  eas  qua3  a  fandrifllmis  viris,  qui 
"  Evangeliffoe  dicuntur,  confcriptas  funt ; 
"  maximi  eft  momenti  certo  fcire  a  quibus, 
"  &  quo  conjillo  fcripts  lint,  turn  etiam  quo 
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"  quatn  iis  habemus,  temeraria  credulitas 
"  exiiiimari  queat,  aut  levibus  objectiun- 
"  culls  poiTe  labefactari." 
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PREFACE. 

COULD  we  truly  difcover   at  what 
time,  for  whofe  ufe,  and  on   what 
occafion,  the  Gofpels  were  reipec- 
tively  written,  we  mould  doubtlefs  be  able, 
not  only  to  underfland  them  more  perfect- 
ly, but  alfo  to  read  them  with  more  pro- 
fit,  than  we  have  the  happinefs  at  prefent 
to  pretend  to.     For  fuch  a  Difcovery,  as 
it  would  throw  light  on  the  difficult  paffa- 
»  ges,  and   help  us  to  reconcile  the  feeming 
*"  contradictions,    which   obftrucl:   our   pro- 

c©  m  1 

*»  grefs  in  thefe  facred  ftudies ;  fo  would  it 
impart  an  additional  luftre,  force,  and  pro- 
priety to  the  feveral  arguments,  which  the 
Scripture  offers  for  the  confirmation  and 
improvement  of  our  Faith. 


C£  - 
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But    if  this  Difcovery,   once  attained, 

a  would  prove  of  fuch  infinite  ufe  and  Confe- 
ss r 

S  quence,  then  furely  an  Effhy  which  is  made 

A  2  towards 
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towards  it  may  hope  to  meet  with  a  candid 
reception,  though  it  mould  not  fucceed  in 
every  refpecl. 

The  following  difquifitions,  if  they  can 
plead  no  other  merit,  may  yet  at  leafl  lay 
claim  to  this — that  they  were  formed  with 
a  good  defign,  and  conducted  with  the  ut- 
moft  impartiality.  For  the  Author,  hav- 
ing no  hypothefis  to  ferve,  nor  any  other 
end  in  view  but  the  inveftigation  of  truth, 
fuffered  himfelf  to  be  carried  along  as  the 
tide  of  evidence  bore  him. 

In  the  courfe  of  his  enquiry,  he  follow- 
ed chiefly  the  light  of  Scripture ;  and 
where  that  failed,  betook  himfelf  to  the 
primitive  Writers  for  farther  inftruclion. 
But  as  thefe  Waiters  differ  widely  in  their 
accounts,  he  has  only  fo  far  adopted  their 
opinions,  as  they  appear  conformable  to  the 
facred  hiflory,  and  confiftent  with  each 
other — and  even  the  teiliimonies  alledged 
arc  generally  to  be  looked  upon  as  no  more 
than  collateral  proofs  of  what  had  been  de- 
duced before  from  the  internal  ftruc~ture  of 

the  Gofpels. 

This 
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This  is  the  method  in  which  he  thought 
proper  to  conduct  his  enquiry.  The  re- 
fult  of  it  he  now  humbly  fubmits  to  the 
judgment  of  the  learned;  who,  as  they 
are  alone  able  to  pronounce  on  its  merits, 
will  be  the  moft  ready  to  pardon  its  de- 
feels. 

The  Author  may  appear  perhaps  firir 
gular  in  his  opinions;  but  he  defires  no 
indulgence  to  any  Angularities  that  are 
wrong.  If  he  differs  in  fome  points  from 
thofe  who  have  written  before  him,  it  is 
not,  he  prefumes,  altogether  without  rea- 
fon. 

If  he  has  affixed  to  fome  of  the  Gofpels, 
and  particularly  to  St.  Matthew's,  an 
earlier  date  than  others  have  done,  it  was 
becaufe  the  peculiarities  of  this  Gofpel, 
in  conjunction  with  the  circumftances  of 
the  Jewijh  Church,  evidently  point  to 
fuch  a  period. 

If    he  has  difplaced  the  common  order 

of  the  Gofpels,   it  was  becaufe   he  found 

4  that 
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that  order  incompatible  with  their  internal 
character,  and  contrary  to  the  fentiment  of 
primitive  antiquity. 

If  he  aflerts,  that  the  later  EvangelifU 
perufed  and  tranfcribed  the  Writings  of  the 
former,  it  is  upon  no  other  account,  but 
that  he  was  forced  to  do  it  by  the  evidence 
of  fact.  And  if  he  feems  thereby  to  have 
deprived  Religion  of  an  argument  which 
it  did  not  want,  he  has  the  fatisfaction  to 
think,  that  he  has  fupplied  it  with  another, 
by  that  very  means,  of  which  it  really  flood 
in  need. 

If  the  plan  here  exhibited  be  juft  in  the 
main — if  it  be  right  even  with  refpect  to 
the  Perfons  for  whofe  ufe  the  Gofpels  were 
more  immediately  written — then  there  is 
a  new  field  of  Criticifm  opened,  where 
the  learned  may  ufefully  employ  their  abi- 
lities, in  comparing  the  feveral  Gofpels  to- 
gether, and  railing  obfervations  from  that 
comparative  View.  Some  few  fpecimens 
of  this  fort,  the  Reader  will  find  inferted 

in 
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in  the  Notes.  More  could  not  conveniently 
be  added,  though  they  fprung  up  thick  in 
the  Author's  way.  This  fuper/truclure  he 
leaves  to  others  and  to  future  time :  his  pre- 
fent concern  is  for  the  goodnefs  of  the  foun- 
dation, which  he  intreats  the  public  to  exa- 
mine with  care,  and  to  judge  of  with  can- 
dour and  impartiality.  Whatever  is  defec- 
tive in  it,  he  heartily  wifhes  to  fee  fuppli- 
ed;  and  whatever  is  exceptionable,  cor- 
rected. The  whole  aim  of  his  refearches  is 
the  acquisition  of  Truth,  to  which  he  is 
ready  to  facrifice  any  of  the  fore-mentioned 
opinions,  whenever  they  are  proved  to  be 
falfe. 


'The   Reader   is  defired  to  correal  the  following 
ERRATA. 

Page  8.  Note  (t)  I.  4.  for  about  r.  before 
13./.  1 .  infert  the  before  many 

I.  4.  for  0  na  r.  on  a 
34.  Col.  2.  /.  iz,  for  f  r.  t«» 
85.  /.  17.  before /£«/  infert  — — 
87.  Note  (d)  I.  2.  dele  and 

95.  /.  19.  for  1.  r.  Firji, 

96.  L  1.  dele  z. 
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OBSERVATIONS 

O  N     T  H  E 

FOUR  GOSPELS- 

SECT.     I. 

IF  we  think  fit  to  enquire  —  "  by  whom 
"  the    Gofpels    were    originally    com- 
"  pofed"  —  we  mall  find  them  afcribed  by 
all  the  ecclefiaftical  writers  of  antiquity  to 
the  four  perfons,   whole  names  they  bear. 
In  this  article  the  feveral  authors  perfectly 
agree  ;  and  therefore  may  be  depended  up- 
on with  fafety.  But  if  we  enquire  further — 
"  at  what  particular  time  or  year,  either  of 
e<  thefe  Gofpels  was  penned  or  published" — 
the  accounts  they  have  left  us  on  this  head 
are  evidently  too  vague,  confufed,  and  dis- 
cordant, to  lead  us  to  any  folid  or  certain 
determination.     Difcordant,     however,   as 

B  thefe 
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thefe  accounts  are,  it  may  not  be  improper 
to  collect  them  together,  and  prefent  them 
to  the  Reader's  view.     And 

I.  With  regard  to  St.  Matthew, 
Eusebius  intimates  [a],  and  Theophy- 
l  act  affirms  [<£],  that  he  wrote  his  Gofpel 
about  eight  years  after  our  Saviour's  afcen- 
fion ;  that  is,  about  the  year  of  our  Lord 
x  l  i . 

Others  [c]  date  the  publication  of  it 
vfooutfeven  years  later,  viz.  A.  D.  xlviii. 
or  xlix. 

And  Iren/eus  \d]  brings  it  ftill  lower 

four  teen  years,  namely,  to  the  year   lxii. 

For  i~o  late  it  rnuft  be,  before  the  Apoftles, 

St.  Peter    and  St.  Paul,   preached  the 

[a]  Hilt.  Eccl.  lib.  iii.  c.  zx. 

\b~\  MaT8«r©«  —  tyfix-^t  to  EJa/ysAio*  — (*£Ta  Ixtu  Xrri  ir,;  tS 
X.ira  clmhri^iui.  Matthjev  s/fripjit  E-vat;gc!ium  po/l  080  an- 
h'js  ojjiimpti  inccclos  Christi.  Pra:f.  Com.  in  MATTir. 

[-]  Nicephor.  Hilt.  Eccl.  lib.  ii.  c.  45.  Chron.  Alexand. 
Cav.  Hill.  Lit.  in  Matth^o. 

[d]  Matthj.us  —  Scriptur.im  eJidi:  Evangelii,  cum  Vz- 
trus  &  Paulus  Roma?  evangclizarent,  &  fundarent  ccclcfiam. 
Cwiira  Hare/,  lib.  iii.  c.  1.  &  Euseb.  Hill.  Eccl.  lib.  v.  <      . 

j  Goioe1 
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Gofpel   together   (if  indeed  they  ever  did 
preach  the  Gofpel  together)  at  Rome  [e], 

II.  With  regard  to  St.  Mark, 
The  fame  Author  relates  [f]t  that  he 
committed  his  Gofpel  to  writing  fome  time 
after  the  departure  of  the  fore-mentioned 
Apoflles :  which,  if  he  means  their  de- 
parture from  Rome,  might  be  about  the 
year  lxiv  ;  but  if  he  means  their  depart- 
ure out  of  this  world,  i.  e.  their  deceafe, 
then  it  could  not  be  earlier  than  the  cloie 
of  the  year  Lxviit. 

[e]  St.  Paul  arrived  at  Rome  in  the  yeat  lxi,  and  conti- 
nued two  years  a  prifoner  there.  It  is  a  queflion  whether  we 
are  to  refer  the  publication  of  St.  Matthew's  Gofpel  to  the 
legitming,  or  the  end  of  this  period.  Mill  inclines  to  the/;/, 
and  fuppofes  it  to  be  publiihed  in  lxi  [Prokg.  N.  61 — 64). 
We  have  taken  the  medium,  lxii.  But  Dr.  Lardner 
thinks,  that  Irenjeus  fpeaks  of  the  fecond  time  that  St.  Paul 
was  at  Rome ;  and  thence  concludes  that  St.  Matthew  writ 
his  Gofpel  in  the  year  lxiv.  Supplement  to  Credibility,  vol.  I. 
chap.  5. 

[/]  Poll horum  exceflum,  (Greece  !'^co\>)  Marcus  difci- 
pulus  &  interpres  Petri,  &  ipfe  quae  a  Petro  annunciata 
erant,  per  fcripta  nobis  tradidit.  Iren.  ubi  fupra.  Vide  etiam 
Athanas.  ad  fin.  Synopf.  S.  Script,  et  Hieronym.  Catah 
Script.  Eccl.  voce  Marc. 

B  2  But 
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But  Theophylact  [g]and  Euthy- 
mius  [b~\  both  affert,  that  the  Gofpel  of 
St.  Mark  was  written  about  ten  years  af- 
ter our  Lord's  afcenfion,  namely,  in  the 
year  xliii;  — which  is  agreeable  to  the 
date  affixed  to  the  end  of  it  in  fome  Greek 
manufcripts  [/]. 

III.  With  refpedt  to  St.  Luke, 
Iren^eus  informs  us  [£],  that  he  digefted 
into  writing  what  St.  Paul  had  preached 
among  the  Gentiles  -,  intimating  thereby, 
that  it  was  after  that  Apoflle  had  difpatch- 
ed  a  confiderable  part  of  his  miniftry  : — nay, 
he  had  difpatched  indeed  the  far  greater 
part  of  it,  before  St.  Luke  engaged  in  this 
work,  if  our  author's  account  be  true.  For, 
considering  he  ranks  him  after  St.  Mark, 

C<?J  To  K?  Mctpxot  EvacfyiXwv  (xira  Siko.  tin  t*j;  th  X^»r«  a*a- 
Xr.fyivi  ovnypg.<pv>  l*  'I'ufji-n  E-vangelium  fee.  Marcum  poji  decern 
annoi  ajfumpti  Chrijli  Rom<e  eonj'eriptum  ejl.  Pra-f.  Com.  in 
Marc. 

[Z>]  See  his  teflimony  produced  at  large  in  Lardner's57<^- 
pkmsnt  &c.  vol.  I.  chap.  vii.  p.  179. 

[/']  Vide  Mill.  &  Wetsten.  ad  finem  Marci. 
[i]  Lucas  autem  feclator  Pauli,  quod  ab  illo  pra'dicaba- 
tur  Evangclium,  in  libro  condidit.  Contra  Uccref.  ubi  fupra. 

4.  it 
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it  is  evident  he  thought  him  to  be  a  later 
writer ;  and  confequently,  that  his  Gofpel 
could  not  be  published  fooner  than  the 
year  lxv— when  the  Apoftle  of  the  Gen- 
tiles had  well  nigh  finifhed  his  courfe. 

But  Theophylact  fays  exprefsly  [/], 
that  St.  Luke  wrote  his  Gofpel  within 
jifteenyzzvs  after  the  afceniion  of  Christ; 
that  is,  about  the  year  of  our  Lord  xlviii; 
which  is  the  time  fpeciiied  in  fome  Greek 
manufcripts  [;»]. 

IV.  With  refpect  to  St.  John, 
Theophylact    aflures  us   [«],   that  he 
penned   his  Gofpel  thirty-two  years  after 

[/]  To  Euafy£?uo»  ftETot  isctaric  x>t[t£s\x<;,  a;  k^  avro  to  w^ooi- 
ixiov  ccvtS  i[i(px'n{,  yard  'zsi^iv.a.'^ix.ot.  <5e  try  t^;  tb  X^r5  cttahn- 
\|/EO)?  awsye^^lo.  Evangelium  cum  omni  diligentia  con/cripjit,  id 
quod  &  procemium  ejus  declarat,  poji  affumptum  in  ccelos  Chri- 
stum anno  quinto  decimo.  Argument,  in  Evangel,  fee.  Lucam. 
Euthymius  affirms  the  fame.  Lardner's  Supplement  &c.  vol. 
I.  chap.  viii.  p.  225. 

[ni]  Vid.  Mill.  &  Wetsten.  ad  fin.  Luc. 

[»]  ,vO  (£v«i)>EXio>)   <7i/«yf«4'5»,    b*  Tlolrpu  t-n   >>;~w  Most?®' 

2j&Tt>\Ui-,       f«TOS     T^iClXOvlx,     $V0    Ur,    T»<       T«     X^fS      a»a*»j\l/EW?» 

Quod  (fc.  Evangelium)  isf  exul  in  Patmo  infula  tonferipjit  po/l 
triginta  duos  anmi  ajjumpti  in  ccelos  CuRlsTi.  Pr:«f.  Com.  in 
Joan. 

B  3  our 
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our   Lord's    afcenfionj    viz.   in   the  year 

LXV. 

Nicephorus  fays  [0]  that  he  wrote  it 
four  years  later  j  namely>  in  the  year  lxix. 

But  others  affirm  [/>]  that  he  compofed 
it  in  his  old  age,  and  near  the  conclufion 
of  the  firfl  century  ;  that  is,  about  the  year 
of  our  Lord  xcviii. 

From  thefe  accounts,  delivered  down 
to  us  by  the  ancient  Fathers,  the  only  in- 
ference we  can  draw  with  certainty  is,  — 
that,  of  all  the  Evangelifls,  St.  Mat- 
thew, in  their  opinion  [q],  wrote  firfl ; 
St.  Mark,  next -,  then  St.  Luke;  and 
laffc  of  all  St.  John  :  though  perhaps  the 
Gofpels    themfelves,    carefully   examined, 

£c]  'lucLwlu),  tcr^oTi^ov  ccygjitpu)  •^ufyiv  yZ  xmvy(A.a]:,  (/.itx  X 
r^  r  itj)  T  £i;  t£<xi/c,v  avida  X£ir«,  vrctiov  'astvruy  Xiytgh  »cj  olvtov 
cm  to  y^t^siv  ixQeiii.  Joannes  autem,  qui  prius  fim  fcripio  over- 
turn dtprccdicajj'c!,  foji  triginta  fex  a  Christi  afcenfiane  annos, 
fcjlremui  omnium  creditur  ad  fcribendu?n  defcendijfe.  Hilt.  Eccl. 
Jib.  ii.  c.  45. 

[p]  Iren.  contra  Hxref.  lib.  iii.  c.  I.  £3.  Epiphan.  Haer. 
H.  §12.  Hi e ron ym.  Cat.  Script.  Eccl.  voce  Joan.  Mill. 
IVolegom.  n.  iSi.cd.  Kuster. 

[f]  EuiEB.  Hill. Eccl.  lib.  vi.c.  25. 

may 
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may  afford  us  reafon  to  doubt  the  exactnefs 
£>f  this  order. 

With  regard  to  the  Times,  in  which 
the  Gofpels  are  faid  to  have  been  publifh- 
ed,  and  which  differ  fo  widely  from  each 
other,  it  may  be  fufficient  to  obferve  at 
prefent,  that  the  circiunftances  of  things, 
and  the  necejjittes  of  the  Church,  feem  to 
plead  in  favour  of  the  earlieft,  rather  than 
of  the  lateji  dates.  For  we  can  hardly 
fuppofe,  that  the  Church  mould  be  left,  for 
,fo  many  years  as  thefe  dates  imply,  with- 
out any  authentic  account  in  writing  of 
facts  fo  highly  important  not  only  to  its 
edification,  but  alfo  to  its  very  being  [r]. 
And  if  we  may  depend  on  the  teftimony  of 
Eusebius,  we  find  in  reality  it  was  not. 
For  he  exprefsly  allures  us  [j],  on  the  credit 
of  antiquity,  that  St,  John,  at  the  requeit  of 
the  faithful,  perufed  and  ratified  the  three 
firft  Gofpels ;  and  afterwards  added  his  own, 
as  a  proper  Supplement  to  them.  Whence  it 
is  evident,  that  thofe  Gofpels  muft  not  onlv 

\r\  Vide  Ci-erici  Dijjh-tatimm  tertiam  Harmon,  Evangel. 
Gljunftam. 

[]  I  lilt.  EccJ.  lib.  iii.  c.  24. 

B  a.  have 
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have  been  publifhed,  but  alfo  received  and 
acknowledged  by  the  world,  long  before 
the  clofe  of  the  firjl  century  [j]. 


SECT.     II, 

ALL  that  has  been  hitherto  advanced^ 
we  have  taken  on  the  authority  of  the  an- 
cient Fathers;  and  they,  'tis  to  be  feared, 
took  it  upon  truiL  The  oldeft  of  them 
collected  the  reports  of  their  own  times, 
and  fet  them  down  for  certain  truths ;  and 
thofe  who  followed,  adopted  their  accounts, 
with  implicit  reverence.  Thus,  traditions 
of  every  fort,  true  or  falfe,  pafTed  on  from 
hand  to  hand  without  examination,  until 
it  was  almoft  too  late  to  examine  them  to 
any  purpofe. 

There  being,  then,  but  little  depend- 
ance  to  be  laid  on  thefe  external  proofs,  let 

[/]  This  is  further  confirmed  by  the  frequent  allufions  to 
thtfe  Gofpels,  and  the  many  quotations  from  them,  which  are 
to  be  found  in  the  afrojlolical  Fathers,  Barnabas,  Clement, 
and  Hermas  ;  who  are  all  fuppofed  to  have  written  about  the 
end  of  the  firft  century.  See  Lardner's  Credibility  &c. 
vol.  II.  Bock  i.  ch.  l — 4. 

US 
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us  now  fee  whether  any  thing  can  be  in- 
ferred from  the  internal  conftruction  of  the 
Gofpels  themfelves,  either  for  or  againji 
the  preceding  articles. 

When  the  firfi  Evangelift  had  penned 
his  Gofpel,  it  is  natural  to  conclude  that  it 
was  foon  publifhed  and  difperfed  abroad 
amonp-  the  various  arTemblies  of  Chriitiansj 
who  would  be  eager  to  obtain  a  true  and 
genuine  account  of  the  words  and  actions 
of  the  Founder  of  their  Religion,  that  is, 
of  thofe  things,  in  which  they  had  been 
inftructed ;  and  upon  which  their  faith  was 
founded. 

Hence  then  we  may  further  conclude, 
that  the  fecond  Evangelifr.  was  perfectly  ac- 
quainted with  the  writings  of  thzjirft :  and 
that  the  third,  when  he  wrote,  perufed  the 
jpofpels  of  the  other  two;  which  he  might 
apply,  in  part,  to  his  own  ufe,  making  what 
additions  he  thought  proper.  This  we  of- 
fer at  prefent  only  by  way  of  fuppofition  : 
hereafter  it  may  appear  to  have  been  real 
fad*. 

But  to  clear  our  way-  to  the  proof  of 
this  fact,  it  will  be  neceffary  to  determine, 
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among  other  things,  which  of  thefe  facred 
Hiftorians  is  in  reality  to  be  accounted  the 
Jirfi  i  which  the  fecond ;  and  which  the 
third:  for  much  depends  upon  this  queftion. 
When  the  ApofUes,  after  their  Matter's 
deceafe,  began  to  open  and  difcharge  their 
commiflion ;  it  is  well  known,  that,  appre-» 
bending  the  Gentiles  to  have  no  concern  in 
the  Chrijlian  Covenant,  they  preached  the 
Gofpel  to  the  Jews  only  [«].  Under  this 
miftaken  apprehenfion,  they  continued  at 
lead  for  the  {pace  ofjeven  years ;  and  coiir 
fequently,  during  that  time,  confined  their 
labours  altogether  to  the  limits  of  the  Holy 
Land  [x].  Nay,  they  confined  them  in  ge- 
neral to  a  much  narrower  compafs.      For 

[u]  Acts  xi.  19. 

[.-,]  Dr.  Cave  (Liv.  of  tie  Jp.  art.  St.  Pet.  §  11.  p.  44-) 
concludes  from  a  paflage  in  Clemens  Alex.  Strom,  lib.  vi. 
that  the  ApofUes  preached  to  none  but  the  Jews  in  and  about 
fudta,  for  twelve  years  after  our  Saviour's  afcenfion  —  and 
that  in  confequence  of  his  fpecial  command.  The  paiTage  re- 
ferred  to  is  this — 'Ea»  ju  t»  ~i;  b^r.jr,  t5  Xa^aviK  ftSxtoyjeu,  x.  r.  X. 
If  any  Jew  Jh  all  repent,  and  believe  the  Gofpel,  he  Jljall  be  par- 
doned; but  after  twelve  years  go  ye  into  all  the  nvorld,  that  none 
nay  fretend  they  have  not  heard,  vid.  Crab.  Spicileg.  Patr. 
Ice.  i.  p.  67.  A  pot  i.onius  relates  a  tradition  to  the  fame  pur- 
psfe.  Eusee.  IIi-1.  Keel.  lib.  v.  c.  18. 

they 
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they  feem  to  be  all  this  while  intirely  takei} 
up  in  forming  and  fettling  the  Church  a,t 
Jerufa/em  [y]  ;  which,  considering  the 
weight  of  oppofing  difficulties,  required 
indeed  the  conftant  exertion  of  their  joint 
labours. 

From  thence  they  went  out  occasional- 
ly, one  or  more  as  it  was  thought  requifite, 
to  confirm  the  Churches  that  were  planted 
by  others  in  various  parts  of  the  country. 
For  the  Churches  eflablifhed  at  a  diftance 
from  Jerufalem,  in  the  feveral  diftricls  of 
the  Holy  Land  and  the  countries  adjoining, 
were  originally  founded,  not  by  thzApoJlles, 
but  by  thofe  infpired  Chriftian  Converts, 
who  were  difperfed  abroad  on  account  of 
the  perfecution  carried  on  by  Saul  [z\ 
under  the  direction  of  the  Sanhedrim.  Thefe 
men  laid  the  foundation  -,  directed  therein 
by  fupernatural  influence,  and  aided  by  ex- 

[y]  It  was  of  infinite  confequence,  that  a  Chriftian  Church 
fhould  be  eflablifhed  at  Jerufalem,  the  place  where  Chriftianity  ] 
was  firft  preached  ;  otherwife  the  Gofpel  would  have  been  im- 
mediately rejected  in  more  difiar.t  places,  as  a  mere  forgery  — 
unable  to  maintain  its  ground  among  thofe  perfbns,  who  were 
.be ft  qualified  to  judge  of  its  merits. 

[z]  Acts  viii,  4  —  13.  40. 

traordinary 
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traordinary  powers.  But  whatever  their 
powers  and  abilities  were,  yet  the  doctrines 
they  preached  feem  ftill  to  have  wanted 
the  concurring  aid  of  apoftolical  teftimony 
to  advance  them  into  Gofpel-Truths.  Such 
a  teftimony  therefore  they  obtained.  For 
two  of  the  Apoftles  are  exprefsly  faid  to 
have  borne  witnefs  to  the  truth  of  what  had 
been  preached  in  the  region  of  Samaria  [a] : 
nor  is  there  any  room  to  doubt,  but  that 
others  of  them  did  the  fame  in  other  places. 
But  neverthelefs,  all  that  the  Apoftles 
either  preached  or  confirmed,  in  thefe  (hort 
excurfions,  could  only  be  the  general  Heads 
of  Chriftianity ;  and  not  that  perfect  Syftem 
of  Religion,  which  their  Matter  had  deli- 
vered to  them.  Such  compleat  inftruclion 
they  could  not  impart  in  fo  fhort  a  time  : 
and  if  they  had,  how  liable  would  it  have 
been,  as  it  depended  upon  memory,  to  be 
foon  forgotten  !  To  guard  therefore  againfl 

[«]  A6ts  viii.  14,  &c.  "  Now  when  the  Apoftles,  which  were 
"  at  Jerufahm,  heard  that  Samaria  had  received  the  word  of 
"  Gon,  they  fent  unto  them  Peter  and  John"  &c.  — "  And 
"  they,  when  they  had  tejiified  and  preached  the  Word  of  the 
"  Lop.h,  returned  to  Jerufakm,  and  preached  the  Gofpcl  in 
"  many  village  s  of  ihe  Samaritans"  ^25. 

the 
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many  inconveniences  which  inevitably  at- 
tend oral  Tradition,  and  to  fix  thefe  Churches 
ona  liable  footing,  it  was  evidently  necef- 
fary,  that  fome  one  or  other  of  the  Apoflles 
mould  deliver  to  them  a  written  narrative 
of  their  Mailer's  life  and  doctrine ;  which 
might  remain  with  them  as  an  infallible 
jlandard  of  what  they  were  to  believe  and 
practife. 

As  the  Jewijh-Converts  in  J  tide  a  flood  in 
need  of  fuch  an  account,  fo  we  find  that 
they  were  accordingly  fupplied  with  it.  For 
it  is  the  unanimous  opinion  of  antiquity, 
«  that  St.  Matthew  wrote  his  Gofpel 
"  for  the  fervice  of  the  Jews  in  Pakftine  \b\y 
"  with  a  view  to  confirm  thofe  who  be- 
"  lieved,  and  to  convert,  if  poflible,  thofe 
"  who  believed  not."  The  flruclure  and 
genius  of  his  Gofpel  countenance  and  cor- 

[b]  "Ot»  <m^Tov  J2  yiy^avleti  tJ^t  wcts  rthw>lw,  vr,c0t  & 
'ATroro*o»  'Uffi  Xp.ra,  MarBocTof,  wt&2W*0'Ta  ewroroTq  &i? ';«&»;>- 
^5  vnriiraai.  *.  t.  *.  Primim  fcilicet  Evangelium  fcriptum  rfe  a 
Matth/eo,  prius  quidem  Pub/icano,  pofiea  'vera  Jpojislo  Jesu 
Christi,  qui  i dud,  Rebraico  fsrmone  ccv fcriptum,  Judais  ad  ft- 
dem  con-verfu  publicavit.  Origen.  apud  Eusib.  Hift.  Eccl. 
lib.  vi.  c.  25.  Vice  etiam  Hieronymi  Com.  in  Matth, 
Pro<rm.  Sc  Theophylact.  Proccm.  Com.  in  Matth. 

roborate 
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roborate  this  opinion.  For  he  begins  with 
the  genealogy  of  Christ  from  Abra- 
ham [c]- — refers  often  to  Jewijh  cuftoms — 
relates  the  mofl  of  our  Saviour's  difcourfes 
againfl^wz/fterrours  and  fuperftitions  [V]-~ 
quotes  the  greater!:  number  of  paffages  from 
the  Jewijh  Scriptures  —  anfwers  the  mofl 
confidcrable  Jewijh  objections  ~  and  fre- 
quently makes  ufe  of  the  terms  and  phrafes 
of  Jewijh  Theology. 

\c]  St.  Matthew,  in  conformity  with  the  Jewijh  cuftcm, 
records  the  genealogy  of  Christ  according  to  his  legal  de- 
fcent;  and  brings  it  down  from  Abraham,  through  David, 
to  fhew  his  tide  to  the  kingdom  of  Ifrael.  Vid.  Chrysost. 
Horn.  I.  in  Matth. 

\d~\  Ch.  xxiii.  i  —  33.  Here  St.  Matthew  fpeaks  to 
the  "Jews  perfonally,  and  reproves  their  fuperftitions,  as  our 
Saviour  did,  with  a  view  to  corrccl  them.  And  St.  Luke, 
who  had  to  do  with  foreign  Jews,  follows  the  fame  method, 
xi.  42 — 52.  But  St.  Mark,  xii.  38 — 40.  viii.  15.  vii.  5 — 7. 
fpeaks  only  of  the  Jews,  and  their  various  fuperftitions ;  and 
feems  to  do  it  with  a  view  to  dijlinguifl?  them  from  the  Chrifian:, 
who  were  commonly,  tho'  unjuflly,  looked  upon  as  a  feet  of 
the  Jewsi  and  comprehended  under  that  denomination  in  the 
imperial  edi&s.  By  fhewing  in  this  manner  that  the  Chriftians 
condemned  all  Jcnxijh  fuperftitions  and  factious  tenets,  St. 
Mark  might  hope  to  procure  for  them  3  mere  favourable  treat- 
ment from  the  Reman  fb.te. 

These 
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These  marks  of  its  being  primarily  in- 
tended for  the  benefit  of  the  Jews  [e], 
ftand,  as  it  were,  on  the  furface  of  his  Gof- 
pel  -,  and  are  obvious  to  every  Reader,  that 
is  tolerably  acquainted  with  the  original. 
But,  if  we  look  a  little  deeper,  we  mail 
find  that  it  abounds  with  other  characters, 
ftrongly  expreffive  of  the  fame  delign.  To 
introduce  you  to  the  knowledge  of  thefe 
characters,  it  will  be  necelTary  to  obferve, 

THAT,  IN  PENNING  THEIR  GOSPELS, 
THE  SACRED  HISTORIANS  HAD  A  CON- 
STANT REGARD  [f]9  AS  WELL  TO  THE 
CIRCUMSTANCES  OF  THE  PERSONS,  FOR 
WHOSE  USE  THEY  WROTE;  AS  TO  THE 
SEVERAL  PARTICULARS  OF  CHRIST'S 
LIFE,   WHICH  THEY   WERE   THEN  WRIT- 

\e]  Among  other  infirufUons  delivered  by  our  Saviour  to 
his  Apoftles,  St.  Matthew  records  the  following — '*  Go  not 
"  into  the  way  of  the  Gentiles,  and  into  any  city  of  the  Sama- 
"  ritans  enter  ye  not.1'  ch.  x.  5.  Whether  this  be  any  proof 
or  intimation  that  he  wrote  his  Gofpel  for  the  fake  of  the  J&vs, 
and  before  the  ccnverfion  of  the  Gentiles,  let  others  determine. 
No  fuch  words  however  are  to  be  found  either  in  St.  Mark's 
or  St.  Luke's  Gofpel. 

[/]  Vide  Wetsten.  de  Interpret,  Nov.  Telt.  P.egul.  7- 
torn.  ii.  p.  87S— -S82, 

ING. 
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ING  [&]•  ^  was  this  that  regulated  the 
conduct  of  their  narration — that  frequently 
determined  them  in  their  choice  of  mate- 
rials— and,  when  they  had  chofen,  induced 
them  either  to  contract  or  enlarge,  as  they 
judged  expedient.  In  fhort,  it  was  this 
that  modified  their  Hiftories,  and  gave  them 
their  different  colourings. 

Now,  if  the  Gofpels  were  thus  model- 
led, as  I  apprehend  they  were,  to  the  ftate* 
temper,  and  difpofition  of  the  times,  in 
which  they  were  written;  then  are  we  fur- 
nifhed  with  certain  Criteria,  by  which 
We  may  judge  of  their  refpective  dates. 
For  thofe  times,  whofe  t  ran  factions  accord 
with  the  turn  of  the  difcourfes  related  in 
the  Go/pel- Hi/lories,  are,  in  all  probability, 
the  very  times  when  the  Gospels  were 
written. 

If  we  bring  St.  Matthew's  to  this 
teft,  and  examine  it  by  the  foregoing  prin- 

[  f\  If  the  Evangelifts  had  regarded  only  the  particulars  of 
Christ's  Life,  they  would  doubtlefs  have  mentioned  as  many 
as  th-'V  could  of  his  Difcowfea  and  Miracles.  Bur,  notwith- 
ftandin?  they  had  fuch  a  variety  of  materials  to  make  a  choice 
from  ;   >et  the  three  firit,  of  them  chiefly  inihl  on  the  very  fame 

article  .  .    . 
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ciple,  it  will  manifeftly  appear  to  have  been 
penned  at  a  time,  when  the  Church  was 
labouring  under  a  heavy  perfecution.  For 
it  contains  many  obvious  references  to  fuch 
a  ftate  ;  and  many  dexterous  applications 
both  to  the  injurious,  and  to  the  injured, 
party. 

As  to  the  injured  and  perfecuted  Chrijl- 
ians,  the  Evangelic  informs  them  —  that 
their  afflictions  were  no  more  than  they 
had  been  taught  to  expect,  and  had  pro- 
mifed  to  bear  when  they  embraced  the 
Gofpel  [b]  —  that,  however  unreafonable 
their  fufTerings  might  be,  confidered  as  the 
effects  of  the  malice  of  their  enemies,  they 
were  yet  ufeful  and  p~ofitable  to  them- 
felves,  confidered  as  trials  of  their  faith  and 
fidelity  [71 — that,  though  they  were  griev- 
ous to  be  borne  at  prefent,  yet  they  operat- 
ed powerfully  to  their  future  joy  [k] — that 
a  pufillanimous  defertion  of  the  Faith  would 
be  fo  far  from  bettering  their  (late  and  con- 
dition, that  it  would  infallibly  expofe  them 
to  greater  calamities,  and  cut  them  off  from 

[b]  Ch.  x.  21,  22.  34—36.  ch.  xvi.  i\, 
[/']  Ch.  v.  11.ch.xxiv.  9  — 13. 
[k]  Ch.  v.  4.   io — 1  z, 

C  the 
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the  hopes  of  Heaven  [/]  —  that  they  were 
not,  however,  forbidden  to  ufe  the  lawful 
means  of  prefervation  ;  but  even  enjoined 
to  put  them  in  practice,  whenever  they 
could  do  it  with  innocence  [m]  —  that  the 
due  obfervance  of  the  Chriflian  precepts 
was  an  excellent  method  to  appeafe  the 
wrath  and  fury  of  their  enemies,  and  what 
therefore  they  were  obliged,  in  point  of 
prudence  as  well  as  duty,  carefully  to  mind 
and  attend  to  [«]  —  that,  if  it  mould  be 
their  fate  to  furTer  martyrdom  at  laft  for 
their  Religion,  it  was  infinitely  better  to 
continue  faithful  to  their  important  truft, 
than  by  any  bafe  compliance  to  incur  his 
difpleafure,  in  whofe  hands  are  the  iflues 
not  only  of  this  life,  but  alfo  of  that  which 
is  to  come  [o]. 

On  the  other  hand  again,  to  calm  the 
paflions  of  the  enraged  Jews,  and  win  them 
over  to  the  profefiion  of  the  Gofpel,  he  la- 
bours to  foften  and  abate  their  prejudices, 

[/]Ch.  x.  28,  32,  33,  39. 

[»;]  Ch.  x.  16,  17,23. 

[»]  Ch.  v.  30.  vii.  12,24. — 27.  ch.  v,  13 — 20. 

[c]  Ch.  xvi.  25 — 27.  ch.  x.  2S. 

and 
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and  to  engage  them  m  the  practice  of 
meeknefs  and  charity  [p].  To  this  end,  he 
lays  before  them  the  dignity  and  amiable- 
nefs  of  a  companionate,  benevolent  difpo- 
fition  [q] ; — the  natural  good  confequences 
that  are  annexed  to  it  here;  and  the  di- 
ftinguimed  regard,  which  the  Almighty 
himfelf  will  pay  to  it  hereafter  [r].  Then 
he  reminds  them  of  the  repeated  punish- 
ments, which  God  had  inflicted  on  their 
fore-fathers  for  their  cruel  and  barbarous 
treatment  of  his  Prophets,  and  afTures  them 
that  a  fUll  more  accumulated  vengeance 
was  referved  for  themfelves,  if  they  cbfti- 
nately  periifted  in  the  ways  of  cruelty  [s]  : 
For  God,  though  patient  and  long-furTer- 
ing,  was  fure  at  laft  to  vindicate  his  elect, 
and  to  punifh  their  opprefTors,  unlefs  they 
repented,  believed,  and  reformed,  with  the 
dreadful  rigour  of  a  general  deftruction  [/]. 

[/]Ch.  ix.  13. 

\q]  Ch.  v.  43 — 4.8.  ch.  xviii.  23 — 35.  and  is  particularly 
illuilrated  in  all  our  Saviour's  Miracles. 

[;•]  Ch.  v.  5,  7,  9.  ch.  x.  40 — 42.  ch.  xviii.  23 — 35.  ch. 
v.  21  —  26.  ch.  xxv.  31 — 46. 

[.<■]  Ch.  xxiii.  27 — 39.  ch.  x.  14,  15. 

\j\  Ch.  xxiv,  2,  &.c. 

C  2  These 
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These    and   fuch    like  arguments    St. 
Matthew   has  inferted  in  the  body  of 
his  Gofpel,  by  way  of  comfort  to  the  af- 
flicted Chriftians,  and  as  a  warning  to  thofe 
who   oppreiied   and   injured    them.      But 
thefe  arguments  evidently  refer  to  a  ftate 
of  diftrefs  and  perfecution  :    And  therefore 
the  Church  muff  be  fuppofed   to  labour 
under  fuch  a  ftate  when  the  Evangelift  ad- 
vanced and  urged  them.    Now  the  greatefk 
perfecution  ever  raifed  againft.  the  Church, 
while  it  confifted  only  of  Jewi/h  Converts, 
was  that,   which  was  firft  begun  by  the 
Sanhedrim,  and  afterwards  continued  and 
conducted  by  Saul  with  implacable  rage 
and   fury  [«].      During   thefe    feverities, 
which  lafted  in   the  whole  about  fix  \x\ 
years,  the  members  of  the  Chriflian  Church 
flood  in  need  of  all  the  fupport,   comfort, 

\ii]  Eusebius  calls  it  "  the  firft  and  moft  grievous  perfecu- 
"  tion."  Hilt.  Eccl.  lib.  ii.  c.  i.  and  fo  does  St.  Luke,  Acts 
viii.  i. 

[x]  Namely  till  the  third  of  Caligula,  A.D.  xxxix.  or  xl. 
when  the  Jews  were  too  much  alarmed  about  their  own  affairs 
to  give  any  further  difturbance  to  the  Cbrijiiatis.  See  Lard- 
-  i  k 's  CreJi'M.  vol.1.  15.  I.  C.  ii.  §  12.  "Then  had  the 
•■  L'hurchc;  reft,"  &c.  Ads  ix.31. 

and 
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and  affiftance,  that  could  poffibly  be  admi- 
niftered  to  them.     But  what  comfort  could 
"they  poffibly  receive,  in  their  diftrerTed  fi- 
tuation,  comparable  to  that,  which  refult- 
ed   from    the  example  of  their   fufFering 
Matter,  and  the  promifes  he  had  made  to 
his     faithful    followers  ?      This    example 
therefore,   and  thefe  promifes,   St.  Mat- 
thew  feafonably  laid    before    them,    for 
their  imitation  and  encouragement.     For 
now — towards  the  clofe  of  this  dangerous 
period — it  is  moll;  likely  that  he  wrote  his 
Gofpel ;    and  delivered  it  to  them,  as  the 
anchor  of  their  hope,   to  keep  them  iled- 
fair.  in  this  violent  temper!. 

This  opinion  is  not  only  conformable 
to  the  circumftances  of  the  time,  and  the 
tenor  of  the  Gofpel,  but  is  alfo  fupported 
by  ancient  teitimony.  For  Cos  mas  of 
Alexandria,  who  wrote  in  the  beginning  of 
the  Jixth  century,  informs  us  [y],  that  a 
perfecution  being  raifed  on  the  death  of 
Stephen,  which  obliged  St.  Matthew 
to  depart  from  Judea,  the  Believers  entreat- 

[y]  Cosmte  Topographia  ChrifUana,  lib.  v.  p.  245.    A?. 
2.  Mostfauc.  Nov.  ColJcft.  PP.  tom.ii.  Paris,  1706. 

C  3  ed 
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ed  him  to  leave  with  them  a  written  in- 
ftruction  for  the  regulation  of  their  lives ; — 
with  which  requeft  he  complied,  and  com- 
pofed  his  Gofpel. 

The  Author  of  the  Imperfecl  Work  on 
St.  Matthew,  formerly  fuppofed  to  be 
St.  Chrysostom,  feems  to  intimate  the 
fame  thing  [z]. 

From  hence  it  appears  to  have  been  a 
common  notion,  that  St.  Matthew  wrote 
his  Gofpel  before  the  end  of  that  hrft  per- 
fection, which  raged  in  Pakjline  after  the 
death  of  the  Martyr  Stephen.  Fe  muft 
therefore  have  written  early.  And  if  he 
wrote  fo  early  as  the  year  xxxviii,  the 
fecond  of  Caligula,  and  the  fifth  from 
our  Saviour's  afcennon,  then  it  is  eafy  to 
fee  why  he  did  not  continue  his  Hiftory 
beyond  that  memorable  event.  Nor  is  it 
lefs  evident,  why  he  affixed  no  marks  cr 
dates  to  any  of  the  tranfactions  he  has  re- 
corded. They  were  then  recent,  and  too 
well  known  to  (land  in  need  of  fuch  fpe- 
cification. 

[z]  Vide  Eruditi  Commentar.   in  Evang.  Matthjei,  in- 
ccrto  Authcrc,  Prow^um,    inter  Opera  Chry  ;ost.  ed.  Com- 

SECT. 
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SECT.     III. 

WHEN  the  partition- wall  was  broken 
down,  and  the  Gentiles  had  admittance  in- 
to the  Chriflian   Church ;    as   they   were 
anxious   to  fhare  in  the  privileges  of  the 
Gofpel,  fo  were  they  eager  to  learn  the  fe- 
veral  particulars   of  the  Messiah's  life, 
through  whom  thofe  privileges  were  con- 
veyed to  them.     But,   having  no  opportu- 
nity of  knowing  Christ  perfonally,  all 
they  could  learn  of  him  and  his  actions, 
mull  necerTarily  be  derived  from  the  fcat- 
tered  informations  of  others.    And  though 
we  mould  fuppofe,  that  they  purfued  their 
enquiries  with  care  and  diligence ;  yet  they 
would  be  able  at  laft,  after  all  their  pains, 
to  gain  but  a  flight  and  imperfect  account 
of  the  things  which   had  been  tranfacted 
by  him.     To  Cbrifiians  however,   that  is, 
to  themfelves  now  in  their  converted  ftate, 
the  knowledge  of  thefe  things  was  of  the 
utmolt  importance.     But  then,   how   was 
fuch  knowledge  to  be  obtained  ?   Hiftories, 
compiled  from  broken  accounts  and  imper- 
C  4  feci 
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feci  Traditions,  were  not  to  be  trufted  to. 
One  Hiftory  indeed,  I  mean  St.  Mat- 
thew's [a],  they  might  with  fafety  de- 
pend upon  as  far  as  it  went.  But  that 
Hiftory,  being  conferledly  written  for  the 
fake  of  the  Jews,  and  confequently  adapt- 
ed to  their  peculiar  circumftances,  muft 
neceffarily  be  defective  in  feveral  particu- 
lars, which  nearly  concerned  the  Gentiles. 
And  therefore  it  feems  to  be  highly  expe- 
dient, that  fome  infpired  apojiolical  perfon, 
fufficiently  acquainted  with  all  the  trans- 
actions of  our  Saviour's  life,  mould  deliver 
fuch  a  regular  and  authentic  account  of 
them,  as  might  fatisfy  the  enquiries,  and 
fupply  the  wants  of  thefe  Heathen  Con- 
verts. 

Accordingly  we  are  informed,  that 
St.  Luke,  a  perfon  in  all  refpects  quali- 
fied for  the  work,  wrote  his  Gofpel  with 
this  defign  ;   and  delivered  it  to  the  Gentile 

(Vjrtfhould  feem  by  what  Euseeius  fays  (Hill.  Feci.  lib. 
v.  c.  10.)  that  authentic  Copies  of  St.  Matthew's  Gofpel 
were  carried  by  the  Apoflles  into  the  feveral  countries,  where 
they  went  to  preach  at  their  general  dilperfion  about  the  year 
xiv. 

Chriftians, 
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Chriftians  [6],  that  they  might  both  fee 
and  be  convinced  of  the  truth  of  thofe 
things,  in  which  they  had  been  inftructed 
by  their  Teachers  [c]. 

Writing  therefore  to  the  Gentiles, 
who  were  far  remote  from  the  fcene  of 
action,  and  confequently  ignorant  of  Jew- 
i(h  affairs,  it  was  incumbent  upon  him,  in 
order  to  accomplim  what  he  had  in  view, 
to  trace  the  fubjecl  quite  up  to  its  fource, 
and  to  proceed  through  the  whole  of  our 
Saviour's  miniftry  in  a  circumftantial  and 
methodical  order. 

Hence  it  is — that  he  begins  his  Hifto- 
ry  with  the  birth  of  John  the  Baptift  [d], 
as  introductory  to  that  of  Christ  — that, 
in  the  courfe  of  it,  he  mentions  feveral  par- 
ticulars [e]  omitted  by  St.  Matthew  — 
and  that  he  is  fo  careful  in  fpecifying  times 
and  places  [f],    together  with  other  cir- 

[£]  Tfurov  T,vu[yi>.ioii  ej-iv  to  kJ1  Abzciv,  to  vtto  t«  YIu.v'Kb  twai- 
vaiDfjQ'.,  Tj7c  ijro  'PfyS  s6w»  trr£7roi»i»;oTa.  Tertium  Evangelium  e.Ji 
illttd  fecundum  Luc  am,  a  Paulo  landatum,  £ff  in  graticun  Got- 
tilt  um  cenfc  rip  turn.  Origen.  Com.  in  Matth.  torn.  i.  p.  203. 
ed.  Huet. 

[c]  Luke  i.  3,  4. 

[d]  Ch.i.  5,  &c. 

[/■]  Ch    ii.  1  -  6,  &c. 
[/J  Ch.  iii.  1.  23,  &c. 

i  cumftanccs 
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cumflancesof  fads  that  were  highly  con- 
ducive to  the  information  of  Grangers; 
tho'  they  needed  not  to  be  recited  to  the 
Jews,  who  could  eafily  fupply  them  from 
their  own  knowledge.  Hence  alfo  it  is 
that  he  fets  before  them  the  genealogy 
of  Christ  according  to  his  natural  de- 
fcent  [g]  —  and  carries  it  up  as  high  as 
Adam,  in  order  to  fhew  that  he  was  that 
Seed  of  the  Woman,  who  was  promifed 
for  the  Redemption  of  the  whole  World  \h\ . 
And  by  the  like  references  to  the  ftate  of 
the  Gentiles,  it  is  eafy  to  account  for  his 
other  peculiarities  [/]. 

[^jCh.iii.  23  —  38. 

[/.>]  Thefe  circumftances,  which  an  ingenious  Harmonijl 
thinks  inexplicable  on  any  other  fuppoiition  than  that  of  St. 
Luke's  being  the  Tirjl  Writer,  appear  now,  I  prefume,  very 
confident  with  the  notion  of  his  being  the  Second  —  and  writ- 
ing for  the  inftru&ion  of  the  Gentiles. 

[/']  Tho'  St.  Luke  wrote  his  Gofpel  for  the  ufe  of  the  Gen- 
ii!-: Churches,  yet  wc  are  to  obferve  that  thofe  Churches  had 
manv  members  oVJev.ip  extraction ;  and  therefore,  in  account- 
in  rr  for  his  manner  of  writing,  we  mud  attend  to  the  ftate  of 
t!  ofe  believing  'Jeivs,  as  well  as  to  that  of  the  Gentile  Converts. 
It  is  fnr  //!'«> fake  —  i.  e.  for  the  fake  of  the  Jtnvs —  that  he 
ha;  produced  fo  many  Prophecies  from  the  Old  Teftament ;  and 
re;  L-ated  fo  many  /rguw.ents  that  had  been  urged  before  in  fi- 
milar  cafes  by  St,  Matthew. 

4  With 
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With  regard  to  the  general  conflruction 
of  his  Gofpel,  it  feems  to  be  formed  very 
nearly  on  the  fame  plan  with  that  of  St. 
Matthew;  as,  indeed,  the  reafon  of 
things  required  it  mould.  For  if  the  itate 
and  condition  of  the  Gentile  Converts  was 
fimilar  to  that  of  the  Jewijh,  (and  it  is 
well  known  that  the  former  fuffered  the 
fame  things  from  their  own  countrymen, 
as  the  latter  did  from  the  Jews  [k] )  then 
it  was  neceffary  that  St.  Luke  ihould  ad- 
juft  the  points  of  his  Hiftory,  as  his  Bro- 
ther-Evangelift  had  done  before,  to  the 
circumftances  of  the  perfons  to  whom  he 
wrote ;  and  fo  modify  his  general  inftrutt- 
ions  as  to  make  them  applicable  to  thofe 
particular  times.  And  we  find,  in  fact,  that 
he  has  fo  done.  For  he  abounds  in  appli- 
cations fuitable  to  their  condition;  and  di- 
rects his  arguments  with  great  propriety 
both  to  the  fupport  of  the  perfecuted 
Chriftians  [/],  and  to  the  converfion  of  their 
obftinate  and  malicious  Adverfaries  [;;/] — 

[k]  1  ThejT.  ii.  14. 

[/]  Ch.  vi.  20— 2j.xii.  4  —  12,  31,  ire.  .wilt.  28— yo. 
[«]  Ch.  vi.  24—26.  x.  12.  xiii.  1—5.  xix.  41 — 44. 

of 
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of  whom  the  Jews  rending  in  the  feveral 
countries  were  {till  the  chief  [«]. 

But  as  the  rage  and  envy  of  the  Jews 
fprang  now  from  another  caufe  than  that 
which  had  moved  their  indignation  before, 
(for  now  they  perfecuted  the  Gentiles  be- 
caufe  they  laid  claim  to  the  privileges  of 
the  Goipel  [o])  fo  it  was  neceffary,  that  the 
Evangelift  mould  attend  to  this  particular 
point,  and  prove  their  claim  to  be  juft  and 
valid. 

Agreeably  thereunto  he  reminds  the 
yews  —  that,  though  they  were  formerly 
his  choien  nation,  and  confequently  enti- 
tled to  his  peculiar  favours ;    yet  God  had 

[«]  And  hence  it  is  that  the  fcope  and  turn  of  St.  Luke's  ar- 
guments are  in  many  places  fo  very  fimilar  to  thofe  of  St.  Mat- 
thew. Both  Evangelifts  had  fimilar  dcfigns.  For  if  it  was  St. 
Matthew's  intention,  among  other  things,  to  convert,  if 
poffible,  the  unbelieving  'Je-ivs  who  lived  in  Pair/line;  or  to 
abate  at  leaft  the  fury  and  malice  they  bore  to  their  Brethren 
who  had  embraced  the  Gofpel :  So  it  was  one  part  of  St. 
Luke's  intention  to  convert,  if  pofiible,  the  unbelieving  Jcv.s 
who  rcfided  in  dijlant  Countries ;  or  to  abate  at  leait  the  rage 
ar.d  violence,  which  they  exercifed  towards  the  Gentiles,  and 
th-fi  of  their  own  Perfuajion,  who  had  believed.  There  being- 
then  fuch  an  affinity  in  their  defigns,  no  wonder  there  is  fuch 
f.milarit-;  in  their  method  and  argutnent. 
[o]  Aih  xvii.  5,  13. 

often 
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often  directed  his  Prophets  to  confer  thofe 
bleiTings  on   Strangers  and   Heathens,    of 
which,  by  their  ingratitude,  the  Jews  had 
rendered  themfelves  unworthy  [^]  —  that 
this  was  the  cafe  with  regard  to  the   Gof- 
pel,  which,  being  ungratefully  rejected  by 
them,  was  therefore  preached  to  the  more 
obedient  Gentiles  [q] —  that  the  hatred  and 
violence  which  they  expreffed  on  that  ac- 
count   was   both  unreafonable  and  inhu- 
man [r]  —  that  God,  when  he  came  to 
vindicate  his  Elect,   would  feverely  punifh 
them  for  the  injurious  attempts  they  made 
on  his  people,  and  the  aggravated  provoca- 
tions they  had  offered  to  himfelf  [j]  —  and 
therefore  that  it  behoved  them  to  look  to 
the  confequences,   and  flrive  to  avert,    by 
faith  and  penitence,   the  grievous  judge- 
ments that  were  coming  upon  them  [r]. 

But  fo  prejudiced  were  the  Jews  againft 
the  Gentiles,  and  fo  averfe  to  their  admif- 
fion  into  the  Chriftian  Church,  that  they 

[>]  Ch.iv.25— 27. 

[q]  Ch.  xx.  9—16. 

[/•]  Ch.  xv.  1 1—32.  fee  Doddridge  on  the  place. 

[;>  Ch.  xviii.  7,  8. 

[/]  Chap,  xiii,  1 — 5,  xxi.  5,  Sec. 

endea- 
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endeavoured  to  degrade  the  character  of 
thole  who  aflerted  their  claim,  and  qucf- 
tioned  the  authority  by  which  it  was  fup- 
ported  [«].  They  affirmed,  that  our  Sa- 
viour chofe  no  more  than  Twelve  Apoftles, 
to  whom  he  committed  the  care  of  his  Re- 
ligion— that  they  who  undertook  to  preach 
to  the  Gentiles  were  confequently  but  De- 
puties and  inferior  Minifters  ;  the  truth  of 
whofe  doctrines  entirely  depended  on  the 
conformity  they  bore  to  what  the  others 
taught  —  and  therefore,  that  this  grand, 
fundamental  doctrine  of  St.  Paul  and 
his  Aflbciates  mutt  needs  be  falfe,  fince  it 
wanted  the  feal  of  apoftolical  authority. 

To  obviate  thefe  objections,  St.  Luke 
informs  them,  that  the  Lord  appointed 
Seventy  others  [x],  befides  the  Twelve,  who 
were  particularly  called  Apoftles,  to  convey 
the  knowledge  of  his  Religion  to  the  world; 
and  not  only  fo,  but  inverted  them  with 
the  fame  authority — charged  them  with  the 
fame  inftrudtions — and  endowed  them  with 

[a]  Aas  xiii.  45  —  5  3-  "  -^m  I  not  an  Apoftle  r"  fays  St. 
Pa  vl  (i  Cor.  \x.  i .)  to  thofe  who  queftioned  it ;  fee  alio  Gal. 
i.  and  ii.  and  the  Commentators  thereon, 

1  like 
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like  power  of  working  miracles  in  proof 
of  their  miflion,  as  he  had  done  to  their 
brethren  before :  And  confequently  that 
the  Apoftles  were  not  the  fole  commiflion- 
ed  Preachers  of  the  Gofpel,  tho'  they  were 
indeed  the  firft  and  principal. 

And  as  to  the  Doctrine  itfelf,  it  was 
fo  far,  he  allures  them,  from  wanting  the 
fupport  and  evidence  they  fuppofed,  that 
it  flood  on  the  highefl  and  beft-grounded 
authority.  For  Christ  had  plainly  fore- 
told them  [y]  that  his  Church  would  be 
filled  with  the  complying  Gentiles,  while 
themfelves,  who  rejected  his  Gofpel,  mould 
judicially  be  rejected  by  him,  and  left  to 
perifh  in  their  fins  and  impenitence  :  — 
and  that  all  this  was  evident,  not  only 
from  the  account  which  himfelf  now  offer- 
ed to  the  world,  but  alfo  from  the  Gofpel 
of  St.  Matthew  [z],   who  was  known 

f  y]  Ch.  xiii.  28 — 30.  ch.  xiv.  16 — 24. 

[z]  Matth.  xxi.  43.  ch.  xii.  18,  21.  ch.  xxiv,  1  <..      It   is 

a  great  inflancc  of  the  wifdom  of  Providence,  that  St.  i. 
thew,  who  wrote  fo  very  early,  fhould  give  fuch  flrong  inti- 
mations of  the  calling  of  the  Gentiles  ;    otherwife  it  miyht 
have  been  thought  a  crafty  fcheme,  invented  by  the  Apoftles, 
in  revenge  'or  the  ill  faccefs  they  met  with  among  the  jews. 

to 
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to  be  an  Apoftle,  as  well  as  an  Evangelift : 
and  whofe  Gofpel  he  had  ftrongly  recom- 
mended to  them  —  not  by  name  indeed, 
but  by  a  better,  and  more  common  me- 
thod —  that  of  quoting  and  copying  his 
words  [a]. 

If  this  afTertion  mould  be  thought  to 
ftand  in  need  of  proof,  as  in  the  opinion  of 
many  I  fuppofe  it  will,  the  following  Col- 
lations may  ferve  to  confirm  it,  at  the  fame 
time  that  they  illuftrate  the  obfervations 
by  which  it  was  introduced. 

EXAMPLE    I. 

MATTH.iii.  3.  Luke  iii.  4 — 6. 

ipyj[Aq>'  'Eraucccrci'e  tLu  igypq)'  ' Et oipdcajz  iluu 
ilh  Kvpa,  dOQeUg  ttoi-  cdov  Kv£/z>  <£$iid,g  7ra- 
etre  Tag  Tfy&xg  avrx.        Hts   rag  Tg/btfj  cwrx. 

K.  T.   X. 

[a]  The  Evangelifts  often  refer  to  paffages  in  the  Old  Tejia- 
ment  without  naming  the  books  in  which  they  are  to  be  found. 
And  in  like  manner,  feveral  pafTages  in  the  Go/pels  are  recom- 
mended with  a  high  degree  of  refpect  by  the  Jpoflolical  Fa- 
thers, without  the  names  of  the  Evangelifts. 

In 


Sect,  lit.    the  Four   Gospels.  33 

In  this  inftance,  it  is  natural  to  expert 
that  both  the  Evangelifts  mould  perfectly 
agree,  fince  the  whole  is  a  quotation  from 
the  Prophet  Isaiah  \b\  :  But  as  this  quo-' 
tation  differs  a  little  from  the  Greek  Verjion 
whence  it  was  taken,  it  is  not  improbable, 
that  St.  Luke,  in  tranfcribing  it,  made  the 
fame  alteration  that  he  obferved  St.  Mat- 
thew had  done  before  —  and  then  took 
in  the  remainder  of  the  Prophecy  to  mew" 
its  accomplifhment  in  the  admimon  of  the 
Gentiles  into  the  Church  of  Christ.  For 
it  plainly  appeared  at  the  time  he  wrote, 
that  "  all  rlefh  was  to  fee  the  Salvation  of 
si  God,"  and  to  partake  of  its  inestimable 
bleffings. 

But  whatever  objections  may  be  made 
to  this  Example,  the  following,  doubtlefs, 
comes  full  to  the  point. 

E  X  A  M  PLE    ft. 
MATTH.iii.  7 — 10.        Luke  iii.  7 — 9. 
Tg; vr,[A.oL{&. ££< dvcovt  Tig  V£wjyct&  ixi$vav>  tic 

"&M  T?  fizh'hztrrs  ooyvg;      ~2xto  <$  y,Okx<Trtq  Ggyqg  ', 
[b]  Ch.  xl.  3. 

D  rw- 
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Matthew.  Luke. 

Tlotycrccie  »>  kol^ttcv  Ilonja-ccle   xv  Ketp7rbg 

ufciov  f  ftijavotots.  ccfcixg  $  psjoivoictg' 

Kctt  fttj  oofciile  Xtyetv  Kctt  prj  cl^vjS't  XiFe* 

cv  kcwroTg,  Ilalspjt  e'%9-  at  icwmsi  Jiang?  £%o- 

ffyj  r  *A£pyt.cltu>.    Xsya  $v  r  *AG>pj/LcLfJt.    Xiyca 

^    VfJthy     OTl    6wjcQ    o  $    VfJLW,     on    otwctj    o 

0£oV    OK  T    K$UV  TXTUV  €>£0g  OK    T  h$COV    TXTM 

\ystpcu  tZxvo,  tw  *AG^t-  tyiipou  tskvcl  tc*  'A^g^t- 


Ufl. 


a  p. 


Ziircii'     Txrav  xv  oevSpsv 


kiTtou*    Tffocv  xv  divtyov 

£17}  TffOlXV  KCtPTTCV  XttA&V,        fJt,^  TSQ&V  KUD7T0V  XOCXOV, 

OKKOTrjejy   ngi]  tig  w^      okkottJe^),    k#i  slg  wvo 


(IclKs*1). 


And  again, 

VER.    II,  12. 


/3«AAe5- 


Ver.  i6,  ij. 

'Eycc  p.  vdccji  @ctw}ttyr 


y.ag   ov  vdctji  ilg  pnct-     vpag. 

iFXpfip©**    la/v^oTtpog     Tepog  ya,  &  &x  tlpi  lx.x- 

[c~\  St,  Matthew  infeits  iU  pinxibiav  to  remind  the  Jews 
of  the  neccflity  of  Repentance:  the  Gentiles  acknowledged  it, 
which  accounts  for  the  omiflion  in  the  other  Gofpel. 
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Matthew^  Luke. 

fix  Wrt>  £  *'«  cijui  txet-  vcg  >Z<rxi  r    Ifidvja  r 

yog  rd  xs^o^fxcciff'  &&-  "CzzzoripctTav    tttrt/\a\. 

<,a.c-ui'  Avrcg  vfxccg  (3ct-  Avwg  vpctg  |3«9r/*V«  ct 

ifji'ret  a/  •zsvdjpctli  ayica  'ssvdjp.a\i  cLy'm  (£  -sru^/. 

j£«£<  ewrS,  Xj  Q&KetQct.-     X&dj.  cdrfc%  ^  2^xa0et- 
<»/«    t  ethuvoc  ourtfy   Kj      £/«    T  dXuvct  curif,   Kf 

T&t>  "bgnQqKlw,  to  *\  oc-      ~&7n§riYJw  ourx,  n  j)  a- 

£U£cv  xoPoutcwCei   wool      %uoov   xe&;<*jfiaJ<r«  muts 

St.  Luke,  in  defcribing  our  Saviour's 
Temptations  (iv.  1  — 17)  had  certainly  his 
eye  on  St.  Matthew's  account  of  the 
fame  tranfadtion  (iv.  1 — 11).  For  he  fol- 
lows it  in  general  very  clofe ;  tho'  he  found 
himfelf  obliged  to  make  fome  particular 
alterations  in  the  order  [e]  and  phrafeology 
of  it. 

The 

[//]  The  variation  here  is  owing  to  the  different  forms  in 
which  the  Proverb  was  exprefied  among  different  nations. 
1  his  may  be  applied  to  other  articles. 

[e]  St.  Matthew  recites   ths   Temptations  according  to 

die  order  in  which  they  were  employed  :   And  in  this  order, 

JD  2  confidering 
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The  fame  may  be  faid  of  the  Cure  of 
the  Leper,  v.  12,  &c.  and  various  other  ar- 
ticles, as  appears  by  comparing  the  follow- 
ing pallages, 


in  St.  L 

UKE, 

with  St.  Matth. 

Ch.      v. 

12 14. 

Ch. 

viii. 

2—  4. 

20— 25. 

ix. 

2—  7, 

27  —  38. 

9—17. 

vi. 

*—  5- 

xii. 

1—  8. 

27 

',  28,  32. 

v. 

44,  46. * 

41,  42. 

vii. 

3—  5- 

vii. 

6-9. 

viii. 

8—10.* 

32—35- 

xi. 

16 — 19, 

viii. 

5—10. 

xiii. 

3— 13- 

ix. 

16,  17. 

xiv. 

19 — 21. 

18 — 20, 

xvi. 

13 — 16. 

22 — 27 

21,  24- 

—26,  28. 

40,     4 l 

xvii. 

16,    17. 

confidering  the  natural  temper  of  the  Jews,  they  appear  to 
rife  progrefiively  in  ltrength  one  above  another.  On  different 
people  they  might  operate  with  different  powers:  And  therefore 
St.  Luke,  to  prcferve  the  climax  with  regard  to  the  Gentilest 
might  judge  it  ncceilary  ro  make  the  tranfpofiticn  we  find  he 
has.     Vid.  Wetsten.  in  loc. 

*  The  places  marked  with  afterifks,  if  read  according  to 
fomc  of  the  bed  IVIiT,  come  nearer  the  parallel  texts  than  they 
are  at  prefent  in  the  common  printed  copies.  See  Mill  and 
Wet  stein. 

ix..  47* 
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Matthew, 


Luke. 

ix. 

47,  48. 

xi. 

9— 13- 

*5—22- 

24 — 26. 

29—32. 

34>    35- 

xviii. 

lS—2°' 

31 — 33- 

xix. 

29—38, 

XX. 

1-^  8. 

9—19. 

21—38. 

xxi. 

30—33- 

XVJll. 

2, 

5- 

vii. 

/ 

-ii. 

xii. 

24- 

-3°- 

43~ 

-45- 

39- 

-42. 

vi. 

22, 

23 

xix. 

J3~ 

-29 

XX. 

l7~ 

-19 

xxi. 

1- 

-  9 

23" 

-27 

33- 

-45 

xxii. 

16- 

-32 

xxiv.   32—35. 


& 


&c.  where  the  marks  cf  their  being 
Iranfcribed,  the  one  from  the  other,  are 
often  apparent  to  the  flighted  inflection, 
and  render  it  the  more  amazing,  that  the 
learned  Do  dwell  fhould  prefume  to  ad- 
vance (Difl".  I.  in  Iren.  §  39.)  that  li  the 
"  later  Evangelifts  had  no  knowledge  of 
<e  what  the  former  ones   had  written  be- 

"  fore   them," 

But    to   convince    the   Reader  of  this 

truth,  without  the  trouble  of  collating  the 

pofpels,   I  mall  lay  before  him  two  more 
D  3  Examples, 
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Examples,  not  inferted  in  the  preceding 
feries. 


EXAMPLE    Iir. 
Matt.vL  25 — 33.      Luke  xii.  22— 31* 

A/a-  txto  Xtyca  vjjuv,  Ata  txto  vp?v  Xvyuy 

vfiuvj  ti    <pdyyjt  Kj   ri  upuVi  ri  (pdyrjjv    fjtySk 

Gritfle'  [Mjoe  tu  <ruf/,ctji  ra>  a-apa];,    ri   c*JwVij- 

vuuvj  ri  cv^vtrqc&B'  c9"e. 

&X*  V  wWI   wtetov  'H  '4/vxy   "zrfaTov  Wt 

In  «£  i$oQr,S>  *j  to  <r«-  $  tfo(pfjg$  ^  to  <r&o[x.a,  J 

pet  §  aiSvpa]®"  ;  C4/$ufA.ccJi&>. 

'EpSXityctls  [f\    e;V  Kczjocvoyc-ctjs  rig  kq- 

rd  TPsjeti/iA  x  x&vii,  on  £?xctf,                         crt 

Qv,  xfo  Qtwayatny  i\g     civ,  eig  one  s<ri  rotpeiov, 
"&H)(lrtx.cis,    Xj    0   Uajrio      xdi  7hn9rtKtjt    £  0   Qxg 

J/]  Our  Saviour,  in  his  pr.rabolical  Difcourfe?,  often  al- 
luded to  things  prefent;  and  therefore  St.  Matthew,  writing 
to  the  Jews,  retains  his  mode  of  exprefiion,  and  fays  —  E/»- 
Q\i\oot  —  "Behold,  or  look  on,  the  birds  of  the  air."  But 
the  Gentiles  were  to  make  the  reflexion  for  themfelves  ;  and 
hence  St.  Luke,  with  great  propriety,  fubltitutes  the  word  — 
Kdltuwtxlt —  **  Confidtr" —  ip  its  {lead. 
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Matthew.  Luke. 

hftuv   0   vyivi(&>   [g]     tgityei     cunxg*      tsrocep 


{/[avcov  dvvctj  rar^oo9"«- 
•nryizvv'ivcc ; 

E<     &    &T£    th<XXl<T0V 

<Juvot<&e,  rt  'z&l  r  M- 
7ruv  [zz£/(AVciTe ; 

Ka}avoqo~ale  ret,  %£/.- 
vet,  zvug  cwfcctm*   a  X9- 


(JLfJLVUV  huUCt*}   WPoS'tT' 

voti  cfhri  t  iJAix/av  cwtx 

Kctla,[jLa.Qile  tcc  tcfijvoc 
£  dy?x,  "zs-ug  cwjrctv&t' 
£  tqtticZ,  «<5g  yjj'ta*  As/#     7rt£t  befc  vr^H'    teya  '^ 

cv  3r<*o->j  T^f  <5o£»j  «ut£  •sraVp  t»j  <5c£jj  «t/r£  -nrg- 
vrett&dX^Oj  dg  iv  txtuv.      fije&dhtjo,  cog  iv  txtcov. 

(ryfiepov  cvja,  x.  cw^iov  dyou  o-fjptgov  tvjet,  Xj 
tig  KXi^ccvov  /3aXXo'jU£-  cwpicv  tig  7chi<a\fOV  j3ctA- 
voVf  0  Qtcg  XTccg  dp(pi-      hopSt/Joy,    0    &icg    brag 

[g~\  n«Tt!f  v/JlfyS  b  uppn®-  St.  £,uke  exprefles  by  Qtlc,  for 
a,  rcafon  too  obvious  to  be  mentioned  :  However,  the  fame 
reafon  will  explain  many  other  phrafcological  differences  of 
f«ip  like  nature. 

D    4  WVG-iv% 
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Matthew.  Luke. 

ivvvcrtVy  a  TffoKhop  jttotX-      a^ievvwiri,  tffocra>  ftct\- 
Xov  vftci$,  iXiyovriTGi  j         Kov  vpccg,  ohiryoTtisoi  > 

hiyovjeg,    Ti  (pdyaufyy  ri  (pay^e,  ij  ri  ■ar/^j  £ 

$  ti  wia^,   h  Ti  -are-  fjt,r,  fzejea{Jce$'e. 
p&zXctifitQci  ; 

Tlavjx   jS  toloto.   ra  TaZroe,  jS  •arcivjtx,  tc& 

\vvv\  cffacyjTU'     oioe   }&    0  tQvT]  %     X-OUflH  tEmQlTZl* 

TlcPjVJP    VpCO'J    0    Xgp,Vl©«  VfAQOV   ^   0  Ila/lf  O*0fiV  0TJ 

QTi%gy£&l$  txt ay  a,7roiv-     %gylflz  txtcov. 
tuv. 

2//jr«7€  3  wgcoTiv  r  nxfc/  fyjT&rs  r  $#- 

^tKoaoTiuslw   olvtx   [$],      Tct   tzrdujtz    ,&(>o<?e()rlG'sj 

JL  T(WTOC  'SrdvjoC  73-pO^i-        V^CiV. 

[&]  Kai  tW  lntauo9v*ljj  aCrS  —  "  And  his  righteoufnefs." 
To  the  JewSf  who  believed  that  the  profefficn  of  Religion 
without  the  practice  of  a  holy  life  would  intitle  them  to  falva- 
iion,  this  was  indeed  a  neceffary  piece  of  additional  caution, 
But  the  Gentiks  had  not  fo  learned  Christ. 


EXAMPLE 


Se&.  Hit  the  FourGospels.  a\ 

EXAMPLE    IV. 

Matthew  xi.  Luke  vii.  20, 

3 — 11.  22 — 28. 

KtSfc*  7&nK(3tvet$  0  'ltj-  YLeu  "^mx^etg  0  'Ijj- 

<rxs,   £i7r$v  cwitig,    Ho-  (rug,  et7revcujmg,  Ilo^dO- 

(}<£>9evJ£g  d7rotfy&iXctji  la-  Oevjeg  d7ra,Fyzihc&le  'icaccv- 

civvy  a  d)t^i)i  )L  @\i7riji.  vy  a  etoeje  £  yKxcrccjs. 

Tvp\oi    dvot&\£7rxo~i  On  rvtyXoi  dvu£>hi~ 

Kj  %uXoi  'ZJ%i7rccjijG-(,  Ae-  TTXiTij  xa\o)  <z&i7rccl2o-i, 

TTPOi    X,uQct(>t^Ovf)   Kj  K&-  Xl7TP0l  XCiQclgl^OV^),    KOi" 

$0)  cixxxvt,  vsKgo't  lyw  <poi  dKaatn,  vvaqoi  eye<- 

Kcu  [xazoiPtog  i<?w  eg  Kca  pcoiapiog  t<?w  eg 

\dv  [xtj  o~KctvoaXic&ij   cv  lew   fcj?  Qtav$ciXicS~ri  cv 

>      /  »     / 

IjAOl.  S[AQl. 

T&tuv  3   Tz-o^jopi-  A7T£\tJcvi&jv  3  t  dy- 

vuv,  yjpjrczio  0  yeXuv  luxvvzj,  yppajo  Ae- 

'jyrxg  teyeiv  rclg  c%Xoig  y&tv  i»pog  rxg  'c%\xg  ,<z&{ 

rzrtA  'ladvvx'    T;  e£?jA-  'icoaiva'   Tj  ifyXyiXuQa- 

Viji  ug  t  ipypov  SiocvcL-  tb  rig   r   i^rjf^ov  fjioccrct- 

&r  ;  icoiXotuov  'kSzzv  avi-  <Qg;  %a,X<x{A,ov  '^Suro  avs- 

ftx  QoiX<£>otc3jjov  -j  px  QaXdUcy^foy ; 

AAAa 
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Matthew.  Luke. 

'AAA*    r#    i£faQels  'AAA*  n  elJeAijAitfafc 

*Js?r  ;    ct,vQ()O07rGv  c#  pot-  ifietv'j  a,v9fiU7rovcv  potXa,- 

XctKoTg  \pa.Ttoi$  %fji,<p^T-  xp7g   IfAocjigig  rjfttptevfAe- 

jjSjjov  ;    i8xf   o\  rd  pet-  vov  j  $xt  ol  at  l/^ccjur^S 

Qu&iS  t  $ct<riteu)v  Btcrly.  xcvjtg,  c#  jiiq  QoanteiQie 

eltriv. 

'AAA*    t*     tfcjxQele  'AAA*  t#  i£iht)\vQccJi 

tdeiv ;    ts-^oP^tLu  j  vgu,  i$civ  j    zo-^o^tLu  ',    vctt, 

COV    TXrpoP^TH.  (>0V   ZB-0O<Pr,Tii» 

Our©*  yap  67*  '2rS/  OvTog    Wi    'srt^/t,    x 

a  ye2%ct7l0'    '1°**  vy00  yzf<l9L'7\)'  "l^t  tyueliro- 

a7roceAA<y  r  ufyeXov  fta  <?'iWu    r    ayfeXov   \i<s 

<zr(io    'wocc-cuttx  Qx>    b;  Tat^o   -srPG<r^)7ra  era,    bg 

Kajaca^jciCGt  r  cdov  Q<i  \ta\cc<TKdjoi<rki  r  caov  era, 

£[A7r06$-£V  Qa.  £fA7T(:0$'tV  Qa. 

Aptw  My  a  vpTv,  gtk  Aeyco  ft  v[<t>wt  pucw 

zyiyegj  c*  fyv*)7ii$  yuv-  cvfyvqTvTgywcuK&v  7r(>o  • 

cuam  fxeifav  'ivdvvx  tx  <£tyV#j£   'ludvvx  tS    Bx- 

Bx7r;i<nt'                    O  7r/*<r*  xoet;  iw    O   ^ 

triXsioi  r  'Jpycvai't  ftiKuy  Xilci  ra  Qsd,  pt'cav  ojC- 

The 
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The  life  I  would  make  of  thefe  Colh- 
lations  at  prefent,  is  only  to  mew,  that  St. 
Luke,  quoting  {hus  largely  from  St. 
Matthew,  muft  neceflarily  have  written 
after  him.  But  how  long  he  wrote  after 
him,  i.  e.  after  the  year  xxxvin,  remains 
to  be  deduced  from  other  confiderations. 

Now  it  is  evident,  in  the  firil  place, 
from  his  addrefling  it,  as  he  does,  to  the 
believing  Gentiles >  that  St.  Luke  wrote  his 
Gofpel  lbmething  later  than  the  year  xl, 
when  St.  Peter  preached  to  Corne- 
lius [/].  For  until  that  time  the  Gentiles 
were  univerfally  fuppofed  to  have  no  title 
to  the  Ghriftian  Covenant ;  and  therefore 
could  not  properly  be  the  object  of  fuch 
an  addrefs.  And  after  they  were  admitted 
into  the  Church  by  fome,  yet,  considering 
their  claim  was  pppofec]  by  others,  it  is 
hardly  to  be  imagined,  this  Evangelift 
would  engage  fo  far  in  their  favour,  as  to 
draw  up  immediately  fuch  a  work  for  their 
ufe,  before  the  controyerfy  was  finally  de- 
termined. This  then,  if  it  had  any  weight 
with  him,  mult  caufe  him  to  fufpend  his 

[0  a  as  x. 

intention 
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intention  of  writing,  till  after  the  celebrat- 
ed Council  at  Jerufakm,  which  was  held 
in  the  year  xlix. 

But  be  this,  or  any  thing  elfe  the  rea- 
fon,  it  is  manifeft,  however,  from  his  Pre- 
face, that  he  never  fet  about  the  work  till 
fome  confiderable  time  after  the  Call  and 
Conversion  of  the  Gentiles .  For  many, 
he  allures  us   (and  thofe,   it  mould  feem, 
Heathen  Converts)  had  written  before  him 
on  the  fame  fubject  \Ji\.    And  if  we  reflect 
how  much  time  it  vyould  take  them  up  — 
to   acquire   information —  to  collect  their 
materials  —  to  compofe  their  Hiftories  — 
and  to  difperfe  them  abroad  ;—we  fhall  be 
forced  to  acknowlcge,  that  St.  Luke,  who 
fucceeded  them,  could  fcarce  begin  to  write 
his  Gofpel  before  the  year  fpecified  above. 

[*•]  The  Life  of  Christ  was  fo  amazingly  wonderful,  that 
the  Heathens  could  not  but  be  fenfibly  affected  with  the  ac- 
counts they  heard  of  it  from  the  firft  Preachers  of  the  Gofpel. 
Thcfe  accounts  therefore  they  would  naturally  commit  to 
writing.  Hence  the  origin  of  thofe  Hiftories  to  which  St. 
Luke  refers.  Hiftories  well  known,  it  fhould  fecm,  to  The- 
ophilus;  hut  Hiftories  ncverthelefs  which  he  is  cautioned 
not  to  depend  upon — becaufc  they  were  inaccurate,  if  net  fa- 
bulous. Eusel.  Kift.  Eccl.  lib.  iii.  c.  24. 

Besides, 
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Besides,  from  the  time  that  the  Gen- 
tiles were  admitted  into  the  Church,  he 
was  fo  conftantly  employed  in  the  work 
of  the  Miniftry,  that  hitherto  he  feems  to 
have  had  but  little  or  no  leifure  for  fuch 
an  undertaking :  And  therefore  we  mufl 
look  cut  for  a  feafon  of  repofe,  which 
might  afford  him  a  convenient  opportunity 
of  performing  it. 

Now  if  we  attend  St.  Paul  in  his 
travels,  (and  St.  Luke  was  his  infeparable 
companion  [/])  we  mail  find  him,  foon  af-* 
ter  this  time,  that  is,  about  the  end  of  the 
year  lii,  palling  through  Greece,  or  the 
Region  of  Achaia ;  and  then  fettling  at 
Corinth,  where  he  continued  a  year  and  fix 
months  [ni\.  In  this  time  of  relaxation 
from  journeyings  and  fatigue,  he  wrote  his 
Fhji  and  Second  Epiftles  to  the  TheJJah- 
nians,  and  alfo  that  to  the  Galatians.  And 
while  the  Apoftle  was  engaged  in  thefe 
works,  it  is  not  improbable,  but  St.  Luke 
Was  bulled  in  writing  his  Gofpel.  The  op- 
portunity was  favourable  ;   and  his  concern. 


[/]  Iren.  lib.  iii.  c.   14 

1  1 1 

for 


[~]  A.fh  xv iii.  ii 
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for  the  Church  would  naturally  prompt 
him  to  lay  hold  of  it. 

This  may  be  reasonably  fuppofed :  But 
we  are  not  obliged  to  reft  this  point  on  a 
mere  fuppofition.  It  ftands  confirmed  by 
no  meaner  teftimony  than  that  of  St.  Je- 
romj  who  affirms,  doubtlefs  on  the  au- 
thority of  the  Ancients,  that  "  St.  Luke 
"  wrote  his  Volume  of  the  Gofpel  in  the 
'«  Regions  of  Aetata  and  Bosotia  [«]" ;  — 
plainly  referring  to  this  journey  of  St.  Paul 
through  that  part  of  Greece.  And  if  it  was 
written  at  this  time,  under  the  care  and  in- 
fpe&ion  of  St;  Paul,  and  delivered  to  the 
Corinthians  with  his  approbation,  it  was 
not  without  peculiar  propriety  (efpecially 
in  writing  to  them)  that  he  afterwards  ltiles 
St.   Luke,     its   Author,    "  the  Brother, 

\n\  Lucas, — cujus  Iaus  in  Rvangelio,  qui  &  ipfe  difcipulus 
Apoftoli  Pauli,  in  Jchai<e  Bafot:a>qve  partibua  volumen  con. 
didit,  qu?cdam  altius  repctens.  Proeem.  in  Comment,  fuper  Mat- 
th^um.  Gregor.  Nazian.  fomi  to  intimate  the  fame, 
torn.  I.  Orat.  xxv.  p.  438.  cd.  Paris.  1650.  Vide  Grotii 
Proleg.  in  Luc.  Evangel,  and  Cave's  Lives  of  the  Apoftles, 
p.  1 S 1 .  Art.  St.  Luke,  §  4.  Lardxer's  Supplement  &c.  vol.  I. 
chap.  viii.  p.  268,  &c. 

"  whofe 
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««  whofe  praife  is  in  the  Gofpel,"   2  Cor. 
viii.  18.  [0]. 

And  as  he  was  now  concerned  to  re- 
commend the  Author,  fo  had  he  taken  oc- 
cafion  before  to  recommend  his  Gofpel  to 
them  -,  or  rather  to  awaken  them  to  an  at- 
tentive perufal  of  it.  For,  finding  it  necef- 
fary  to  reprove  the  Corinthians  with  regard 
to  their  behaviour  at  the  Lord's  Supper,  he 
labours  to  convince  them  of  the  heinouf- 
nefs  of  their  condud,  by  mewing  its  un- 
fuitablenefs  to  the  nature  and  end  of  that 
folemn  inftitution.  But  when  he  comes  to 
explain  the  inftitution  itfelf,  tho'  he  ac- 
quired the  knowledge  of  it  by  immediate 
Revelation;  yet,  it  is  very  remarkable,  that 
he  expreffes  himfelf  in  the  words  of  St. 
Luke: 

Luke  xxii.  19,  20.      iCor.xL  23 — 25. 

Kcct      Aa©<ay     cLojov,  '  EAa&y    ctfljov,    kcu 

<£%ct()i<?riorot;       hcXcure,  tC%ctgi<ry<rag  skXocitb,  Xj 

acu    'iSuKiv  avTcTg,   As-  zmv  AccCfjs,  tyaysje*' 

yw    T£to    £<t;  -n  Q00-  Tin  tux  \$i  tv  Qvu.a> 

[0]  See  the  Commentator?  on  the  place. 
*  Similar  to  St.  Matt.  xxvl.  z€. 

MM 
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Luke. 

flCC    [ZX,     TV     Cfflg  VflUV 

dlOOid/JOV'      TUTS     TZTQietTB 

»     w    »      i  \    »     / 
US  T  ifJLLCU  avct,y.vi]<riv. 

l£L<TOLujuq  %j  to   uro-* 


i  Cor. 

V0)l[p].   TXTO  73-OlUTZ    tig 
\\   >      f  \     >     / 

T  ipuv  oc,vxfA,v*]<rty. 

{IcrcWTCog   k.  to   -zzrd- 

3   OB 


TTj^oVf  fa   to  CHirvYicrcu,  tr^toVi  fa   to  deiTrvricrcii, 

XefctiV  Txto  to  zsrOjXPiov,  Xefav  Txto  to  TzraJqaiiVy 

»;   xctivrj   ha&vw    cv   rob  r,  activrj  oia9r,Kij   Wiv   at 

aiuccjl  fJiH-i  to  V7rf()  vpav  ra>  ipa  otipccji'  tuts  7701- 

OXZVVOffydV.  «T£.    X.  T.  A. 

intending,  it  mould  feem,  by  this  quota- 
tion, to  make  them  fenfible,  that,  though 
they  might  plead  the  frailty  of  their  me- 
mory in  excufe  of  their  forgetfulnefs  of 
what  himfclf  had  delivered  on  this  fubject 
by  word  of  mouth ;  they  were,  neverthe- 
lefb,  extremely  culpable  in  not  attending 
to  the  information  of  the  Gofpel  they  had 
then  in  their  hands  -,  which,  if  duly  re- 
garded, would  have  effectually  retrained 
them  from  fuch  infamous  proceedings, 

[  p]  St.  Luke,  referring  to  Christ's  real  body,  then  to  be 
offered  up,  fays  aiJo^oy;  St.  Paul,  referring  to  His  facramen- 
tal  bod v,  cr  the  bread,  ufes  the  word  K?.u[utot ;  And  both  with 
lingular  propriety. 

Il 
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If  this  be  allowed,  and  St.  Paul  had 
actually  an  eye  to  St.  Luke,  in  the  paf- 
fage  here  cited,  we  have  then  a  pretty  clear 
proof  that  his  Gofpel  was  written  before 
the  Firfi  Epiftle  to  the  Corinthians  —  that 
is,  before  the  year  lvii  ;  and  thence  con- 
clude, that  we  cannot  be  far  diflant  from 
the  truth  in  fixing  the  date  of  its  firft  pub- 
lication to  the  year  liii,  the  thirteenth  of 
Claudius. 

SECT.     IV. 

A  S  the  Gofpel  met  with  fo  much  op- 
pofition,  it  became  the  duty  of  the  firft 
Evangelifts,  in  order  to  facilitate  its  way 
in  the  world,  to  accommodate  their  ac- 
counts to  the  temper  of  the  times,  and  re- 
move the  impediments  that  obftructed  its 
progrefs.  In  confequence  of  this,  they  were 
unavoidably  led,  in  the  courfe  of  their  nar- 
ration, not  only  to  confirm  the  truth  of  the 
doctrine  they  meant  to  eftablifh, —  but  alfo 
to  confute  the  cavils,  —  correct  the  opi- 
nions, —  and  reform  the  practices,  of  thofe 
who  oppofed  it.  Hence  their  Hiflories  be- 

E  came 
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came,  in  the  detail,  more  complex  and  va- 
rious than  we  have  reafon  to  think  they 
would  otherwife  have  been  ;  —  containing 
references  to  cuftoms  and  tenets,  which, 
but  for  the  particular  difpofition  of  the 
times,  would  in  all  probability  have  had 
no  place  in  them. 

But  when  the  Chriftian  Religion  had 
gained  ground,  and  the  controverfies  that 
disturbed  it  were  tolerably  fettled,  it  is  in 
no  wife  unnatural  to  fuppofe,  that  fome  of 
its  moft,  faithful  and  ferious  ProferTors 
might  wiih  to  fee  the  Gofpel  exhibited  in 
a  more  iimple  form :  and,  without  any 
particular  consideration  to  jfew  or  Gentile, 
delivered  in  a  manner  fuitable  to  the  con- 
dition of  the  world  at  large. 

Agreeably  to  this  fuppofition,  we 
are  told,  that  the  Chriftian  Converts  at 
Rome  requefted  St.  Mark,  with  great  ear- 
neftnefs,  to  write  fuch  a  Hiftory  for  their 
ufe  and  inftruction  \q\    I  fay  fuch  a  Hiflo- 

\q\  Tory-o  S  i-TTiy.x^ii  ru7<;  ?  xx^oxrun  re  Wir^a  S^ctyAcuq 
jvs-toEia?  (pi[y§ht  u;  y.r,  t>j  aVa7ra£  ixcit/uf  i^em  upr.ei.Ccu  axor, 
(*.r,  $t  tr,  a.ycy.'^u  ~u  S^y  xnf'"ypt.ui&'  oiocca-xxhtx.  Tixfxx\r,7iffi 
$1  tz-.toIxk;  Ma.px.-i,  a  To  EvafytXiov  (piptlat,   ctxcXaQov  tvta.  TUt^h 


er.i 
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ry.  For  the  Gofpel  he  wrote  at  their  re- 
queft  is  evidently  a  fimple  and  compendi- 
ous narrative  [r],  diverted  of  almoft  all  pe- 
culiarities, and  accommodated  to  general 
ufe.  In  compiling  this  narrative,  he  had 
but  little  more  to  do,  it  feems,  than  to 
abridge  the  Gofpels  which  lay  before  him — 
varying  fome  expreffions,  and  inferring 
fome  additions,  as  occalion  required.  That 
St.  Mark  followed  this  plan,  no  one  can 
doubt>  who  compares  his  Gofpel  with 
thofe  of  the  two  former  Evangelifls.     He 

<7»k  avrois  xa|aA=tvf/G»  oiostcJxaAtat;.  [/cr,  rseoti^y  75  amnion  7)  x.%7' 
ipyccau&xi  t  atvo^x,  y^  tccvtio  ccItis?  ^tc&a*  rri;  ts  Asyo^/js  xj? 
Mskjkoif  Et'aJysAiy  7^a(p??.  Tantus  autcm  pieiatis  fulgor  emicuit 
in  mentibus  eorum,  qui  (Roma)  Petrum  audierant,  ut  par  urn 
haberent  femel  audij/e,  nee  contenti  ejjent  ccslejiis  verbi  doSrinam 
evirvd  woee,  nullis  traditam  feriptis,  accepiJJ'e;  fed  Mar  cum, 
Petri  comitem,  eujus  jam  extat  E-vangelium,  ?r.ultis precibus  ora~ 
rent,  ut  doclrin.-e  illius,  quam  auditu  acceperant,  fcriptum  aliquem 
commentarium  apud  fe  relinqnerst.  Nee  prius  dejiiterunt,  quam 
hominem  expugnajjint ;  quomodo  caitfafuerunt  cur  fcriberetur  E<van- 
gelium,  quod  Marci  dicitur.  Clem.  Alex,  apud  Euseb.  Hill. 
Eccl.  1.  ii.  c  15. 

[r]  Marcus  difcipulus  &  interprcs  Petri,  juxta  quod  Pe- 
trum referentem  audierat,  rogatus  Romce  a  fratribus  breve 
fcripfit  Evangelium.  Hieronvm.  Catal  Script.  Ecclef.  voce 
Marc.  Propter  hoc  &  compendiofam  &  priecurrentem  an- 
nunciationenj  fecit.  Ip.en.  lib.  iii.  c.  xi. 

E    2  copies 
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copies  largely  from  both  :  and  takes  either 
the  one  or  the  other  almoft.  perpetually  for 
his  guide.  The  order  indeed  is  his  own, 
and  is  very  elofe  and  well  connected.  In 
his  account  of  facts  he  is  alfo  clear,  exact, 
and  critical ;  and  the  more  fo  perhaps,  as 
he  wrote  it  for  the  perufal  of  a  learned  and 
critical  people.  For  he  feems  to  proceed 
with  great  caution,  and  to  be  folicitous  that 
his  Gofpel  mould  fland  clear  of  all  object- 
ions. But  to  confider  it  more  particularly. 
The  Exordium  is  fomewhat  lingular. 
Vox  whilft  the  former  Evangelifts  defcribe 
our  Saviour  as  "the  Son  of  Man,"  St. 
Mark  ftiles  him  in  exprefs  terms  "  the 
"  Son  of  God  [/) : — A  title  the  mofl  like- 
ly, as  being  the  molt  auguft,  to  engage  the 
attention  and  obedience  of  the  Romans, 
thofe  Lords  of  the  Earth,  to  the  Religion 
that  was  promulged  by  him .  In  defcribing 
this  Religion,  St.  Mark  has  brought  to- 
gether fo  many  of  our  Saviour's  Difcourfes 
and  Miracles,  as  might  ferve  to  exhibit  a 
general  view  of  his  character;  and  mew 
the  world,  at  the  fame  time,  what  kind  of 

[/]  Ch.  i.  i. 

principles 
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principles  they  were  concerned  to  embrace, 
and  what  courfe  of  life  they  were  bound 
to  lead,  who  profeffed  themfelves  his  Fol- 
lowers and  Difciples.  This  fully  anfwered 
the  end  of  his  defign.  But  as  the  things  he 
records  to  this  purpofe  are  chiefly  taken 
from  the  other  Evangelifts,  fo  it  is  to  be 
obferyed  that  they  are  often  expreffed  in 
their  very  words ;  which  confirms  the  ac- 
count we  have  before  given  of  him.  How 
much  he  is  indebted  to  St.  Matthew, 
will  appear  in  fome  meafure  from  the  foK 
lowing  Collations : 

EXAMPLE    I. 
Markiv.  i — 9.      Matth.  xiii.  1 — 9. 

'  Hgpajo  o^aiTXHv  net-  'EadQ^o  wol" 

gop.  r  SdXoccxccj'  it,  Quv-      $jf.  r  Sdhuc&civ  ^  Qwj- 

T/fly  "ZuPCg  CUJTTiV  o%h©*  r,x^Yi<TcMTTi>cqctU7ivox^cl 
'zroXvg,  u?e  cujthv  ill-  wofoo),  #cg  cwnv  ii$  tb 
£dv]ct  slg  td  TsrXoim,  kclQ-     'zsrXohv  tpfeduja,  xa^c^' 

sras  0  o^;A!^»  Turpog  tuo      mag  0  c^A^  ci7ti  r  cw 

Kcu  t$3cc<rxev  uvrhi  Ksw  Ixdhyjirsv  cujts'.q 

cv  'uP^Zohcug  zro^\d,  -sroAAa  cv  &p£y,so\c£g, 
*j  tXeysv,  hey w ,  ioa% 
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Mark.  Matthew. 

Qtcv  £  ajTii'^cu*  pu*v  &  axrdfvetv' 

Kcct    iffiejo    on     TM  Kcu  cv  t£> 

axreipetv,   b  [/]  £2   e7nre     a&eipetv  cujtov,  a  ft  e7re<Tg 

<Ztp£c/i  r  oaoVj  Xj  yXQe  to,  <gP^£  r  ooov,  (c  >)A#£  toc 

•srejavco  §  xpycvu  [«]  x.  wejeivd                         Xj 

xuTlQctytv  cum>.  xctTtQuyev  ouurd. 

"AAAo    q  i7r6(Tiv  cRn  vAXXct    3  znt™  ^ 

TO     ZFtTgudtS,      07TX    C&t        TCC     WlguSlJ,     OTTH    C&C 

«%e   ylw    rnroXXlwi    x^  ei^s  ytw    tsqwIlu^    x^ 

djQtoos  i^ctveTeiXs,    2\&  <£(leug    e£dvgr«Ae,    &\&> 

to  py\  i-xjav  Qci()(&>  yrtg'  to  ju>j  €^«j>  (id Q@-  yqg' 

r,Xlx  Q  dvccjeiXavj^,  v\Xia  q  dvctjeiXavj&y 

oy.cwfxcijicB'y},  56,  ty&  to  oxavftdji&vi,  it,  th\&  to 

Kcu  uXXo  e7TE<rev  tig  'AXhd   q  fc/rgcei/  cH"i 

7#?  ctKuviccg'    x.  avvan-      t«j  a^ctvc/a^     (C  ctvsa^- 
<rcLV  cu  cixotvQcu,  x,  Qwj-     trocv  cu  d)tuv()cu>  x.  diri- 

i7TVi£(X,V  CWTC,    X.    aoCPTOV        7TVlZclV   CWTCt. 

Chic  tcuxtf. 

[/]  St.  Mark,  tho'  he  copies  the  words  of  St.  Matthew, 
>  ct  puts  them  in  tlie  Angular  number  in  conformity  to  St. 
Luke  viii.  4,  &c. 

\u]  T«  i"r%tv  is  wanting  in  fomeof  the  bcft.  Mfi*.  vid.  Mri.r.. . 
&  Wetsten.  in  loc.  which  renders  the  two  Evangelifts  ftill 
more  conformable  to  each  other. 

Kcu 
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Mark.  Matthew. 

Kal  aAAo   eW«  £<V         "AAAa   3   fc7re<rei/  Wi 
iMfo  KxgTTov  dvuGouw-     Wa  **(nrw3 

TO,  Kj  Ctv^dvovjcc,   Kj  €<£>£- 

tfEV,     SV    TflCLKOvJu,     Xj   IV  0  $  DtujoV,  6  j) 

Kcct  thsysv  ewnTg,  O  O 

e'^^y  <^Trt  dnxeiv,   dzx-      z%m  carcx.  dxxetv,   dnx- 

ZTU.  £TW» 

And  fo  again  in  the  explanation  of  this 
Parable,  ver.  1 5 — 20,  he  had  evidently  his 
eye  all  along  on  St.  Matthew,  ver.  19 — 
23,  till  he  comes  to  the  conclufion,  ver.  21, 
22,  25  ;  where  he  makes  a  tranfition  to  the 
Gofpel  of  St.  Luke,  ch.  viii.  16 — 18. 

EXAMPLE    II, 

Mark  xiv.  26 — 46,      Matthew  xxvi. 

30—50. 

Kcu    vfAvrjO-ctvjeg   i£-  Kcu    vfJtvwavjeg    «,£- 

tjxQov  tig  75  op(@h'  t    8~      yjA#cv  g;j  75  op^    r   fc- 

Xcutev.  7\cuuv. 

[x]  St.  Mark,  here  inverts  the  words  of  St.  Matthew, 
in  order  to  form  the  climax ;  which  is  one  inltance,  among 
many  others,  of  the  great  regard  he  had  to  his  language. 

K  4  Kcu 
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Mark.  Matthew. 

Kcu   Xeyet   cuumg  o  Tots  Xeyei   cuums  o 

'iqcrxSi  oti  zs-civjeg  Qtcav-      IniTSgiYIavJeg u pets Qcccv - 
J«X<ca"jf(reo9"£  cv  ipci  cv     acxXtoT'qcric&E  cv  ipoi  cv 

7JJ   VVKTl  TCWTy*    OTI  y%~       TJJ  VVkJ'i  TCWTp  yO^TT^) 

ypy.7t\cu,     IlctTafcco    r     fi,  Hccjd^u  r  >sroif3jjcit 

GTYjcrej  Tcc7<rpo£c6l<z[y'].  W(>i£ctjct,  £  Txroipvqg. 

AXXotr  ftf  to  tyegQvj-  Msra   3  to  kysffivai 

vcu    fii,  "srgoct^ct)    vfjtcig  pe,  Ttrpca^co  vpcig   els  x 

tig  r  VcxXiXce/.av.  FaXiXouuv. 

'O   q    UeT(>&>    Ipvj  'A7rozpjQeis  j)  «  ITe- 

ccuTO),  Kcu  ei  *t% @j  etTrw  cujt^    Ei  (£ 

wdvjeg  QKctvdaXiCjqG-GV-  7*rdv]  sg  QcavoaXiS'^a'ov^ 

rcu,  dxx'  xk  iyd).  cv  Qoi}  iyu  x<&7role  Qcoa*- 

ooiXiS'ricroftcct* 

Kcu  Xtyet  a Jra  0  Ijj-         '  E<p*}  cujtm  0  'ly<r£$> 

cvs,  'Apia)   Myco   Qoi,  'A/xht)  Xiyw  Qot,  oTt  cv 

en    arvj^zpov  cv  ry  vvxj)  rcwry  tvJ  vvk])}  htpj.v  d- 

tcujt'4)  •zsejv  7}   otg  [z~]  XeKJopyi    (pcovvjtrah    T£/£ 

uXacjopjc  (puvqa'atj  tpjs  dTrapvyarvi  pi. 
d7rapvft(r$  [a.e. 

■os 

[  v]  Some  Mil.  add  t*j?  wot/Am?  in  tliis  place,  as  it  is  in  St. 
Matthew,   vide  Mill.  &  Wetsten. 

[s]  As  the  Jews,  in  the  enumeration  of  the  times  of  the 
night,  took  notice  only  of  one  cock-crowing,  which  compre- 
hended 
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Mark.  Matthew. 

fcaKAoY,     'Ectv    pe    oejj  Yictv  day  pe  truuu  trot 

(\  ct^^pW0(uui.    'fir-      ccfwricopou,     'Qpoiug   'A 
cborcog  q  Kj  'zvctvjtg  eAe-      ngq  vrdvjeg  ol  [a.ci9yitcu 

yov.  Ci7TGV* 

YLcu  t(>xo\)  *l*  Xu~  Tcts  t%%\)  ftST'  ou^m 

glOVi     k  73  CVOpoi  Ti9(T7]-       TUV    0   'lt]CTii$    tig    %'jjq{w 

ftuvq*  Kj  teyojy8/jovre9<nj[Aa,v€i'  k. 

XeFu  -mg  /Ltct9^jcc<g  cam/,  mFsi  7*7$  p,u9rj]cti'g,  Kcc9- 

Ka9i<rocje  uh}  icog  tt(k><t-  iirccje  curt?)  icog  x  uttiK- 

jtifcupou.  Quit  &-M(r&£a(A,ou  oxit. 

YlETgQV  Kj  T    lOiKCO'oOU    Xj        JJiT^OU,    Kj    TXg    dU0    l]%$ 

hended  the  third  watch;  fo  St.  Matthew,  to  give  them  3 
clear  information  that  Peter  would  deny  his  Mailer  thrice 
before  Three  in  the  morning,  needed  only  to  fay,  that  he  would 
do  it  "  before  the  cock  crew."  But  the  Romans,  reckoning 
by  a  double  crowing  of  the  cock  —  the  firft  of  which  was  about 
Midnight,  and  the  fecond  at  Three  —  flood  in  need  of  a  more 
particular  designation:  And  therefore  St.  Mark,  to  denote 
the  fame  hour  to  them,  was  obliged  to  fay  — "  before  the  cock 
f  crow  t-iuice."  —  Juvenal  ufes  exactly  the  fame  phrafe,  to 
fpecify  the  fame  hour  : 

"  Quod  tamen  ad  cantum  galli  facit  ipfe  secundj, 

u  Proximus  ante  diem  caupo  fciet."  —  Sat.  ix.  107. 

1  v£<*l9 
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Mark.  Matthew. 

ygpajo    QttQct.p,££ic&r     £  rtp^x\o  XvTreiddg   ^  aJq- 

clSilfjLovuv.  [Acveiv. 

Kcc*  Xiyet  cwmgy  Fie-  Tore  Ae/«  cwmg>  Ile- 

(tiXvirog  k<?iv  y\  i|/u%>?   pa  pj.Xv7tog  Ww  >j  ifyv%q  pa 

tug  SxvdTZ'  puvxje  uoe  loog  Bxvdm'  pzivujs  chSe 

Kx)  TxpptXQm  putgcv,  Kx)  T&(>oeX9dv  pizpov, 

i7rs<nv   <Bn    $  y^g^    <£  i7re<rev     S^n    rnypo<ru7rG^ 

TXTQUTYiWxJtlo,  IVX,  SI  $WX-  CUTf^t   US POT '&%/) $U@*. 
TZV     i<Th      TZXPlXfy    U7T 
CWTX  V\  upy.' 

Kxi  iXey-v,  'a££s£  o  Kut    Xeyotiv,     Tldrep 

ITa7^»     "srccvjoi    oiwxjx  pay  u  duvxjov  t?t,  ?irxp*- 

&0i'    "ZITXOBVsFkS     T3   Txfa-  EXObTM  dlT     IftS    TO    TXTO' 

{J.0V  X7T    l/UL'S  TX7JT  UXX'  TqpjlQV     TtfTO'      TSXluj   #£ 

is  Tt    lyu  3-bXoo,   aXXct  cog  lyco  SeX<y,    aXX'  dg 

rt  cry.  o~v. 

Kxi  Bpy£)  Kj  djpiTKit  Kxt  'bp%\)  "npcg  rag 

cu>Txg   KocQ&dovJctg,      Kj  p,x6q]ug,  (C  &  (timet  cw~ 

Xsyet  r«  Fler^a,  Ztpuv,  rag  KaB&d'QVjctg,  x,  XeFei 

KctQdjoeig  ;    cbt  ia/y<7ar,  ru  TJbt^,    Ourcog   chc 

plxv   dpy.v  %*iy6P/,<rui  ;  i^vtrxje  pixv  dpy.v  y?rt- 

yoprj&ui  ptT  i[Ab  ; 

T^yopetTB    x,  mpcr-  VftyyopuTS   Kj   txqot- 

<56^£o3"£,    isx  pvj  tWiX-  tCxi&t)    lyx   U.>]  lll'lX- 
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Mark.  Matthew. 

^7g  £'V  TSZiP&vyuv*  to  oqje  Eig  ursigpa-ftcv.  to* 
ft  TsrvevfAx  Ts-govvfiov,  y\  "fit  •m/Evp.o&  "zs-goQupov,  v\ 
'A  crap?  dcjev/jg.  q  °"a^  ctojevqs, 

TzgotT'/jV^ctjGtT  cuinv  Ao-  thQuv   'STpocrvju^ajo,    As- 

yov  Ei7rav.  yuv,  YIcztep  y.x,  k.'].  A. 

Kai  TJzzzTgzyag  tv-  Ku)    zxQmv   dGpia-nzt 

civ  ouurag  •zra.Xw  zaQdO-  cun^g  TsrctAiv   KaQdJaov- 

oov&g'   J]Tav  jS    cl  op-  \g.g%    };<rav  fi  cwtoov   el 

(ivvofAEVoi,  x.  r.  A.  Kui  d$&tg  cujt^  cLtt- 

St.  Mark  omits  our  Sa-  gA^  ^'^  ^oenjupeir 
viour's  third  Prayer,  as  being  ,  ,  IV         ,   , 

the  fame  with  the  former;  and  T0   °*    T&Ti*>    T    cwny 

only  mentions  his  third  Return.  /\oyC])  e17T&v* 

K<5ti   «^V    "   Ti/^Vy  LOTS  EgZeJ  7rf)6£  I6i 

yi  XvyEi  cwTtig,   KaQdj-     puQiriTctg  gjutJ,  ^  Xiysi 

$ejt     TO    XotTTiV     Kj     MX-        CWT0Tg,K<X^<£jOiJET0  Ac»- 
7TCWEC&E  \_a\  i  7TCV  tL  dvc&7rcivi$~s  [<?] ; 

5<N\  or       V> 'A      «     *v      T*         cv      T     »  /I      '  «L       V 

*3*,  GT£$iGiaoj   c  ijcg  &      yog  %  uvu^7ra  ty^xdi- 
dv9oco7rn  Eig  rag  %zt&g      coj  tig  xei'&g  dftoLpm- 

[a]  So  I  venture  to  point  the  fentence  —  and  to  read  inter- 
rogatively —  "Do  you  fill  fleep,  and  take  your  reft  r"  This 
makes  the  fenfe  perfe<3,  and  confident  with  what  follows. 


6p  Observa 

Mark. 

'£yg;/£so9'g,  ayeoytyu' 
IS*  o  'urfetotoxg  [tz  r,y- 
yiKt. 

YLctt  dSbeoog,  trt  tmfj 

'ixSag,  etg  uv  r  ^ycWs, 
i£  fjier  earfJ  0£A@-  tto- 
AuV  f$  poixcujjav  Kj  Ju- 
auv,  <z$£y,  r  ^%U(xm 

56     T  y?Jt.\l\LcL\ZQdV     (C     T 

dag  ccvtov  <rvc&Yitucv  av- 
Tag,  teyuv,  Ov  ctv 

Trjtrccjs  clvtcv,    ^    asirar 

yecyeje  dfrOaXcog. 

Kcct    kxQav,     djQtUQ 

etpiA'/jG'tv  avrov. 

O.-J70U  rag  X^&S  axixooVj 
?6  c^^ir<;Tay  <£uToy. 


T  ?  o  n  s  on  Sea.  IV. 
Matthew. 

*Eys/££c9-g,    etyvftyj* 
ton  rjyfiKev   I  <5?£«.(lioxg 

Kxt  ZTl  clvtx  Xuhxv- 
t®*,  i$x,    'lii^ocg  e\g  r 

Xj   Utt   UVT8  0X^@*  7T0- 

?wg  $  fxaxaigtav  £  £J- 
Kwv,  "hero  r  ^xl^luv  £ 
•srpi(TovJ£^cdv  x  Ao&8. 

o«s'^  aJrcy   iocokev  auroig 

TrjCrotJB  clvtov. 

Kelt  dbb'ctiQ 

Xa^g,  points i'  x«  aa/gip*- 
A^gv  aur^i/. 

Tors  7r to<roMv\ig  \tt- 
thuAov  rag  xei&$  i7ri  T 

O.VT0V. 

And 
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And  fo  on  through  the  courfe  of  this 
Chapter. 

For  more  instances  of  the  fame  kind, 
the  Reader  is  referred  to  the  following 
Table  : 


Mark. 

Ch.  i.    3—  8 

16 — 20 

40—44 

ii.  14 — 17 

23—28 

vu     1—  5 

vii.  1 — 23,  &c. 
viii.     1 — 10* 
27 — 29. 

—39- 
ix.     1 — 12. 

x.     : — 16. 

3- — 34 — 45 

xii.  13—27. 
xiii.     1 —  9. 

H— 32- 


Matthew, 

Ch.      iii.  1 — 6,  ir. 

iv.  18 — 22. 
viii.     2 —  4. 

ix.    9 — 12. 

xii.     1 —  8. 

xiii.  54 — 58. 

xiv.  15-27,32. 

XV.  I 20,&C. 

32 — 39- 

xvi.  13 — 16. 

20 — 28. 

xvii.     1 — 12. 

xix.     1  — 15. 

xx.  17-19-28, 

xxi.  23 — 27. 

xxii.  16 — 32. 

xxiv.     1 —  9. 

15— 36- 
xiv.  1 
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Mark.  Matthew. 


Ch. 

xiv. 

1—25. 

xxvi.    4 — 29. 

XV. 

1 — 20. 

xxvii.  1,2, 11,31 

—47- 

—61. 

xvi. 

1—  8. 

xxviii.     i' —  8. 

Hence  then  it  appears,  that  St.  Mark 
perufed  the  Gofpel  of  St.  Matthew, 
and  had  it  before  him  when  he  wrote  his 
own.  This,  indeed,  is  a  point  generally 
acknowledged ;  but  we  are  now  to  prove — 
what  will  not  perhaps  be  fo  eafily  grant- 
ed— that  he  copied  likewife  from  St. Luke. 
To  this  end  we  lhall,  as  before,  compare  a 
few  of  the  parallel  places,  and  leave  the 
Reader  to  judge  for  himfelf 

EXAMPLE    I. 
Mark  i.  21 — 28.         Luke  iv.  31 — 37. 

Kcu    ucnroadjov*)    ih  Kcci  KctrriXOsy  elg  Ka- 

KciTrtwctzu:  Trepvocy/u,  "ZucXiv  £  TocKi- 

[/.]  As  the  cities  in  the  Holy  Land  were  pretty*  well  known 
bv  the  Remans,  St.  Mark,  fays  only  Capernaum:  Eut  the  Gre- 
t  \v;j,  having  little  or  no  connexion  with  that  country,  required 
a  more  particular  information  ;  and  therefore'  St.  Luke  adds 
—  tsi>..i  -:.;,  i*?.,\:/.2't  —  "  a  city  of  Galilee."1 

4  tc~; 
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Mark.  Luke. 

rot $  trdCQcttrtv  elrexQuv  trttav  avrxg  en  -nTg  rd&- 

t'lg  QovotXooytw,  ididcMnu.  Qotcriv. 

Kcu  i£e7T\ria-o~ov]o  I7r\  Kcu  ip£7rX>]cr<rovjo  itt\ 

Kcu  rtv  cv  tv,  Qvvof  Kcu  at  tj?  QjvcbFayip 
yayvi  ctvTbiv  dvQ^co7r^  qv  uvd^co-^og  e%uv  'winn- 
er 'zs-vdj^xji    ctnotQctgla,  [tot.  dcupovia  dKctudflx, 

Asycov,  '  Edy   ri  Yifjuv  Asyw,    Ect,    Tt  ripTv 

Xj  <ro),  'iyrx  'Na^a^vi  j  ^  rot,  'iqtrx  Nu^oco^i  ; 

?jA$£$    ^snXicrui    vjficcgi  yxOzg  "XcizXetrcu   qpdg  ; 

el^d  crs  Tig  zi,   0  a,yi@*  add  <rs  Tig  et,  0  dyi@+ 

§  0g£.  §  ©sod, 

Kcu  eTrfilfjtvjarsv  cwm  Km)   i7ri\i(iYi<rw  durzS 

c  'lytrugi  XsycvV  <f?ipto-  0  lytrxg,  Xiyw'  (bipLce- 

Kcu)  axrocgyi^av  uuftv  Koa   fittyav  ccvtiu   to 

to  wvevftcz  to  uKtzvaflov  oocituoviov   tig  to    /xitroy, 

—   ifcrjXQlV  i£  CUJT&.  ifyxQiV  OLTT     CCVTX  

Kcu       eQctf/.^9*icrav  Kcu  efyjf;o  &<*[*£& 

•srdvTig,     tc^t    cvC^tHv  Wl  wdvjagj   %.  QuviXx- 

72-^og    avTxg,   Xiyov\g.g,  Xxv  zrgcg  dXXqAag,  Xe- 

Ti  et*  tStb  ;   rig  y\  at-  yovjeg.  Tig  0  Xoy@*  x- 

ccL/fl  r,  KOtivq  cevrvjj    on  t(o^,  on  cv  iPxtrict  vjif 

Kocr     i£x<7ixv   y^df    Tc7g  evvdu{    cwraarfl    rcTg 

WV&UKTt 
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Mark.  Luke. 

Gtrvevfxari  ToTg  dxaQdfi-  cucctQdpJoig  >srvdj[id,<n)  k 

7%  &Qvg  i\q  'cXlcu  t!w  <sz&t  uCtx  elg  7zdv\<x.  tq~ 

tZ^X°°i0V  $  TuXlXoClAi,  7T0V  T?  VS&i%U(lil» 

EXAMPLE    II. 

Mark  ii.  5 — 12.  Luke  v.  20—^26. 

wapceXuJMu'       Ttwevt  '  Av9(>u7re,    d(piav]uk  cit 

dtpiuvled  coi  etl  dfiu^-  al  dfiafliou  Qx. 

ticu  Qa> 

"*H<r<x,v  os  nvig  r  %a[i-         Kca  rt^uv]o  %\&hvyi~ 

uetJBuv   oy.&   xclQyi/jS/joi,  £(£%   o't  ^ctfifiocrStg  Kj 

r*  St^Xoyi^oufyjoi  cv  t  ol  Qtayiraioi  }kyov\ig; 
xapcticug  aCruv 

Tt  xt(&>  zltu  Xafoi  Ttg  \<?iv  xrog  eg  XcL- 

(iXota-^r^ixgirtg^ujaoc^  ab7  (Zhao-tyvifilcig ;     rl$ 

u(piivcti  dftocpjtxg,  tt  fii  oitoctj  d(pi£vatd{A.ctpji<x$j 

ctg  0  Oiog  ;  «i  fir,  fiov@h  0  Gtog  ; 

Kcil  djb'iu;  Slnyvzg  'E7nyv£g  jj   0  'lycrSe 

e   'ir^ug    t«    zsrvcfjfidji  rag  ^aKcUcrfi^g  uvtuv, 

uvtx, 
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Mark.  Luke. 

hoyifyv*)  a>  kavriiTg, H7nv  auTxq'  T/  ty&Xoyify&e 

cuj-mg'    Tt  tcujtch  2\&-  cv  *¥*  KstDoiuis  vpuv  ; 
Xoylfyc&e  cr  ^r  xctf>$ica$ 

snreiv    r<w    ©^cXuT^y*  UlTtlV 

'Atpeuvfoit  Qa  at  dpa(>-  'Atyt'xvjal  Qoi  al  dfjictc- 

7iur  fj  tncw'  "Eyetgai,  t'icu  Qx*  %  sittsiv'  "Eysi- 

Xj  dj>w  Qx  t  X£yi£GczJoy  f>cciy 

Kj  vSiTrctTtt ;  Kj  'zzr&tTrdTtt ; 

Cicnu  i^&t  a  i\ciq  t£  avdpco-  aoiv  ££«  o  t\Zg  rS  dvQou- 

'jra  dtyiivcii   dm    £  yv\q  7rx  dm   £  yyjg   dQ'zvai 

dy.ct,£Tka.g>     (  Xtyet     ta>  upotgjtas,  {um  tg>  'srci- 

■©£^sXt;7<tf&>)  gyXiXu/LOfia,) 

£e<  Mycoj  ey&tgai,  Xj  Xst  Xiyu,  iy&pxi,   x. 

d^ov   tov  K£p,££ec;ov  [V]  kpy.$  to  zhividtcv  \c]  era, 

Q<£,  x*  u7TuyB  slg  r  euiov  mood!/*  ilg  r  oixov  cry. 

0- 

Keel    viyi^r}    djOixg,  Kcu  GrfyxoyfAa  dva,- 

:J     ?&£     T     X^^oCClOV  t  <?OL$        a,'U7TlGV         CtUTUV) 

[.']  St.  Mark  changes  the  x*n4oWof  Luke  into  KpdGSctloi, 
as  being  a  word  more  familiar  to  the  Romans,  vid.  Cicer.  de 
Divinat.  ii.  63.  Senec.  Epift.  xviii.  Catull.  x.  22. 
M  \v. tial,  xii.  32. 
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Mark.  Luke. 

tjnrhGtv  ci/avriov  Tsrdvjay  dpxg  £<p'  a>  xotTiKeiJo  «V- 

•srccvjasy    ii    oo£d£siv  r  iXccQsv  ct7r<x,vjc6$,  it.  iao- 

EXAMPLE    III. 
Mark  ii.  19^—32.       Luke  v.  34 — 38. 

K.cu    ei7rev    cutTuq    0  O  q  «7Tg  tspog  ctuTag' 

'lycr&g'  M>j  Siwuv^)  01  ijot  M?j  diwadJe  rxg  tjxg  t£  ' 

tx    vvptpcevt&h-,    cv    <*)  0  vufiCpccv^j   ct>  «  0  VUfA* 

0  vvp<pl(@h  fter'  cwroov  <p<(^*   (Jlst    cujtuv    i?i, 

'EhdC'arov^)  3    r^e^ctty  'EArfC/Vo/^  ^  ypigcti, 

crocv  cc7rctp9yj  aV    olvtoov  k,  otcm  dirapdy  a7r  au- 

0    vvutpi&y    Kj  ten  xr\-  rav  0  vvptyi©*'  7STS  V1)~ 

*r6j<j%<riv  cv  ozewcLi;  t  <?&j<rxcr;v   cv  oxsivuig  T 

Kcu  xaetq  [Oudeiq   3    dJn£d/kc-t 

imZXyuet   pdv.ag  dyvd-  cRr&Xyuci  pdjcag  ciFvd<pa 

£'&  rjvnc  purr /si  i7rt   ifsict-  t?ri  iuajia>  nrot.hco.f.f  ctip&t 

7*«  wci/o.iu)      si  r\   y.r^  3-0  7oroShYlpocy.cfj  airta  a.7ro 

to  Kctivcv  th  Tzru^aiif,  K.     a/iTfAct-yivsj.  Matt. 

%sipGV  o^icrfJLWylvEj.  ix.  16.] 

4  K«,) 
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Mark.  Luke. 

Keu  ^«V  /3*AAsi  ol-  K#<  #<5«V  /3aAAe<  ol- 

Vov  veov  £<?  dirzxg  wet,-  vov  vsov  ilg   cKncag  wet,- 

Xuiisg'  it  3  jui),  priora  0  Xccixg-  it  3  piV6>  ^>f|«  0 

eif®*  0  vi@*  tx$  cirxxg,  veog  oiv@->  rag  ujycag^  Kj 

Xj  0  o1v<&  6%x^iTcll>   %  *»ris  C4tXuQ>l<r\)>    x,  e* 

c;  dtrnoi  ^7n>Xavj'    dh-  dencoi  "h?n>X%vj'     uXAct, 

>,d  civov   veov  Big  deniag  olvov  viov  tig  da-nag  ncci- 

Kccrjxg  fihrjTSov.  vug  @tyTzw. 

EXAMPLE     IV. 

Markx.  13 — 31.  Luke  xviia.  15 — 30. 

Kca  w^oa4(p^ov  cbsm  Tl^oa-i^s^ov  3  currd  £ 

izct'.lioLy   'ivct  ciipyfj  cw-  to,  /3^e^?j,  'ivct  clvtwv  ct- 

tcov'    01  3  ficiQyJcu  iiri-  'if\\j'  'loovjeg '•§  01  uxQq- 

rium  rsig  w^otrtpipXTiv.  rcct  37mtfirtrav  ccomg. 

'id&v  3  0  \v[G-%g'lyci-  O  vj  Ir,<r8g  -zrgocrKoi- 

vclKj'yjfz,  x.  civriv  cwroTg'  KctrdtBjj(&>  avrd,  eiTTiv* 

AZijS     TCI     WCllSlCt,     Z£-  A^*;£     TCt>      "STClldlX     £0- 

KuXviji  cwrd'  r  ft  toi-  nu^vejs  ccvtcc'  t  fi>  to;- 

z~',:v  i^tv  q  QsLCihtia  TX  XTUV  t$lV  7J  (jXTtteict  Td 

0*£.  0s#. 

Ay.Uo  teyco  vur.i,   c;  Afilw  Myu  vytv,   eg 

lei'j  uvt  £&r,J   r  pari-  tcv  fir]  ce^j   r  [iuvi- 

F   2  Ag/«<y 
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Mark.  Luke. 

teiav   ra  @sS  ug  Tsai-  As/ay  r£  0g£  dg  tbou- 

Mov,   x  py  iHT&kdy  tig  %ov%   x  pj  eicreA^^   ug 

GUrtlw.  cuuiluu. 

Kcu  — ■  -zrgopdpjtfjiuu  YLcu    WypuTijas    Tig 

&g  — —  i7rrt0toTct0    avnv'  cujtdv  awcoiiy  Xsyuv 

Ai^d(ncaM   dyaviy     rt  AiddtntctXe    ciyotQt,    t\ 

TvOiqiru   ivu  (jdw   also-  fziroirl<rag    Zomo     uiuvtov 

viov  K\vlpovofjt,rl<ru  ',  x,typovofAi>i<reo  ; 

Ti  fxt  Xeyetg   dya9cv ;  Ti   y.£  Xeysig   ciyaQov  ; 

*'&*V  dyzQog,  «  py  ei$}  £§e)g  dyaQog,  «  jw.*/J  etgy 

c  Qecg.  c  Qtog. 

Tag    c/joXag    oldocg'  Tag    cv]o\dg    ol^ag' 

Mij  poixdJo-yig'   Mrj  (po-  Mrj  poixdovyg'  M>j  <po- 

vdCcrrig'  Mrj  nXiyyg'  Mn  vdjo-rig'  Mi  KXtyyg*  Mr, 

\ydjoofxaj)lv()Y\<ryq'       M*j  ydj$opapJv()Y;(rrig' 

Venregio-W      Tlfxoc   r  Tifxa.  r 

'&-u]i£c/L  Qh  Xj  r  pw&>  Txa-vzpjjL  QxXjT  {AqTe&i 

7r^   cjjTU'    AioaJKake,  UTtv 

'tcjjTd  'srdvja  tQvKx^d-  ruvrct  Ttrdyja  ttpvXotpd- 

yJu>   CX  VEOTTjTSg  [A8.  plW   OK  VSOTTJTtg  [AX. 

O  3  'iqa-zg  luQxiwag  'Anuo-ag  3  ravia   I 

cirri y  7}yu.7rq<7cJ>   uvtoV)  I^<txs, 

*3 
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Mark.  Luke. 

Kj   &7rtv  oumS'    'Ev   <roi  enrw  ttrnd'   vEti  "tv  <rot 

TsruXytrov,    tyif   dog    TtTg  'ZsruXytrov,    t^j    $id$@* 

'sfjco^oTg,  Kf  "t£etg  B*}<tcuj-  vflcoxpTg,  £  V^etg  3-*ia-aut 

gov  cv  xpyiva'   Kj  oev/io,  gov  a>  %£$»&'    ji  $ev()o} 

dwXxQei  fJLQi  —  dx9\x8{  ftoi» 

"O  q,   q-uyveitrug  dJri  'O  3,  d^dcxg  toujtcx, 

t«  Aoyw,  «VJ?A#s  Awx-  — ■[«7njA0e  Xvtt%/J)jj©** 

pxja.  vroT&ai.  Koi.  MATT.xix.22.] 

Kism  -zij&(& telnet tu)/)@*  'iouv  3  oy7B!/  0  'lijcr£j 

c  *lr}(rzjs    Xeyet  nt;  pot.-  tz&Av7T0vfy'cyjjJ0]t,U7r£' 

QyjTciTg  avrx'  XVoog  Sixrxo-  YJcog    cvo-KoXag    01    rcc 

Aws  o\  tol  ffi'/jpc&la,  i%ov-  ffiiiAcug,  exofisgeicrsXtC- 

rig  i\g  t  ftcuriXsixv  roS  ero/J  t\g  r  fianXeixv  £ 

JLvY37rooTSQov  e«Ti  zct-  Evn97rooripov  yap  e<r< 

jLtTjAsy  24^  £  TfuutzXiag  zctutjXov  aid  T^uuaXtxg 

£  ha(p3(&>  £;VcA#etV,  y  patpidog  sio-sA^eTf,  ?j  7rA&- 

wh*<riw  tig  r  @*<n\u-  ariov  eig  r  Qcunhziav  x 

ctv  §  Qzx  el<reXQi?v.  0=£  ti<reXveiv. 

Of  <5e   'zretasug  e£s-  Einrov  o\  cl  cckxctw 

"TtX^o^oPiOj  Xsyovjsg  Trgcg     Teg' 
Ic/jTxg*    Kcti  Ttg  IwoT)  K«i  Tig  §wa?) 

Coihyodi  y  (tcooti'.oli  ; 

F    3  "E^CAsiI/aj 
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Mark.  Luke. 

'Ey&te^/xg   Jg  oiumg  ['EfA&xtyo&g  a\  c'Ijj- 

c  'lye-is,    Xeyer    Ilctpy.  (rag-,  ei^ev  ccvroTg-  Tlapj^ 

dv§poo7roigdoujJot]QV,ciXX  ct,vupco7rotg  txto  dovvcqty 

&  G&d  Toi  Oeu'   'srccvjoi  \<?i,  <zy£cp  Je  ©£&•  zrdvjct 

fi  CwocrcL  e<f;  'St^i   T«  etuvqrd  e<r;.  MATTH. 

0s£.  xix.  26.] 

Kc«  '^CCJO  0  TIi.7g(&h  Ei7TB  Q    0   Tl&T(>{&>, 

Xty&tv  cum*'   'l<5*,  ifAitg  'l^v,    ^£& 

dfiyxct/S/j    vro&vja,    y&f  d<p.v\xa.[fyj  ttdna.,  (c  oj- 

ci?£  «57*£V    *A[a.u/j  Xeyti)  'AfAtco  Xiyca  vy.?vti 

vfjuv,  xhig  i?tv  og  dffi-  oti  ioiiq   isiv    log   dffi- 

xev  clxiuv,  rj  ddeX^ag,  q  xev   olxictv,    y   yovetg,    vj 

dhxtpdg,    rj  Txralip^oc,   v\  doeXtyitg,  vj  yiwctixx,   v\ 

(jLvjjegtz,  riyuvix'ikciiy}T£K-  Timet,  ivqicey  £  ftaviXei,- 

vol,  ij  dy>xg,  ivexEvtfA.it  ■£)  ag  rii  Qeit, 
'ivextv  Tit  djc/JytXix, 

idv  fA.ri  XaCy  txetjovjet,-  eg  X  \iv\  "2hrdXoi£y  7roX- 

TrXUFlWCtVlW  CVTtoXXIgM  XoiTrXoCClOVCi  CV  TO)  XOU^to 

T'dTtt H.  CV  T(W  uicdVl  760  T&T(M,    (C    CV   TW   OilUVl   T60 

tc^/ot'J)/jci>  'Qaluu  etluviov.  't^otco/jw  Cccluu  cvcovioy. 
TlcXXo)  di  ztcvj  TTpoo-  [lIoAAoi  q  arov^)  7T^u- 

TBI,  to/'djOi'  X*  ol  io/ajQi,  TBI,  iy/ajCt'     yjtj  ia^ctjoi, 

•zrpaTOi.  'zxpooTct,        Mat  Til. 

xix.  30=] 
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These  irtftances  are  certainly  too  many 
to  be  thought  accidental,  and  much  too 
clofe  and  uniform  to  be  accounted  for  upon 
any  other,  principle,  than  that  of  the  one's 
tranfcribing  from  the  other  [d\.  Nor  are 
thefe  the  only  instances :  The  following 
Table  will  exhibit  more  -,  tho'  not  all  of 
them  perhaps  equally  finking : 

St.  Mark.  St.  L,uke. 

Ch.           i.        7,  8.  Ch.         iii.  16 

ii.  23 — 28.  vi.     1 —  5. 

iii.     1 —  5.  6  — 10. 

[d]  They  who  argue  from  the  Apodies'  firftdifcourfes  being 
hljiorkal,  that  the  facts  related  by  them  were  delivered  in  the 
fame,  or  nearly  the  fame  words  to  their  different  hearers  —  and 
that  thofe  hearers  took  them  down  in  writing  —  which  writ- 
ings were  handed  about  among  believers,  and  became  the 
fource  of  thefe  Jtmilarities,  plainly  argue  againft  the  evidence 
of  Scripture,  (Compare  Acls'ii.  22  —  39.  with  Afisiii.  12 — 26. 
x.  34—  43.   and  Acts  xiii.  16  —  41.   with  A&  xvii.  zz — 31. 
xxvi.  z — 29.)    and  at  the  fame  time  place  the  Goipels  of  St. 
Mark,  and  St.  Luke  upon  a  very  precarious  footing.    I  doubt 
not  but  many  difcourfes  were  taken  down  when  they  were  tLrfi 
preached,  as  thefe  Gentlemen  fuppofe.     Nor  is  it  improbable., 
that  the  Gofpel  according  to  the  XII  Apsfiles,  or,  as  it  is  other- 
wife  called,  according  to  the  Hebreu.3,   was  comcofed,  in  part 
at  leait,  from  fuch  narrations.     Bet  the  genuine  Gc  r-  i-  Sand 
v.poii  another,  and  much  hitter,  foundation. 

F  4  i  v  2 1 . 
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Mark.  Luke. 

Ch.        iv.  21—23,25.  Ch,  viii.  16 — 18. 

v.     1 — 19.  26 — 39. 

vi.    7 — 11.  ix.     1 —  5. 

viii.  27 — 31.  18 — 22. 

34—  38.  ix.  1.  2,3—27. 

xii.     1 — 12.  xx.    9 — 19. 

38—40.  45—47- 

xiv.  13 — 16.  xxii.     8 — 13. 

But  here  it  may  be  afked  — If  either  of 
them  mull  be  fuppofed  to  have  copied  from 
the  other —  "  Why  might  not  St.  Luke 
"  have  made  thefe  tranfcripts  from  the 
"  Gofpel  of  St.  Mark,  rather  than  St. 
«  Mark  from  the  Gofpel  of  St.  Luke  ?" 
In  anfwer  to  this,  it  may  be  obferved, 
I.  That  St.  Luke  has  been  always 
confidered  as  an  original  Writer;  which  is 
by  no  means  the  cafe  of  St.  Mark.  For 
lie  is  plainly  an  Epitomift;  and  delivers  no 
facts  throughout  his  whole  Gofpel  (a  fingle 
Miracle  only  excepted  [<?]  )  but  what   are 

recorded 

\e]  Viz.   the  cure  of  the  blind  man  at  Bethfaida,  ch.  viii. 
z  .i  ■>-  2 6.    I'or  the  c ure  of  the  deaf  and  dumb  man,  vii.  zz  —  z6. 
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recorded  by  one  or  other  of  the  two  former 
Evangeliits.  He  is  often  indeed  very  cir- 
cumftantial  in  his  narration  -,  and  adds  ma- 
ny things  for  the  fake  of  the  Romans  [f\, 
to  enable  them  the  better  to  underftand 
his  accounts.  And  when  you  have  allow- 
ed him  this,  you  will  find  little,  or  no- 
thing more,  that  can  properly  be  called  his 
own. 

is  comprehended  in  St.  Matthew's  general  account,  ch.  xv. 
29,  30.  And  the  Parable  of  the  Seed,  iv.  26 — 29.  feems  to. 
be  taken  from  Matt.  xiii.  24,  &c.  but  varied  alittle  in  the 
circumftances. 

[_/"]  As  a  Roman  might  not  know,  how  wild  and  uninhabit- 
ed the  Defarts  of  Arabia  were,  in  which  Christ  was  tempted, 
he  adds,  ch.  i.  13.  "  and  was  with  the  wild  beafts."  In  ch. 
vii.  2.  he  explains  the  meaning  of  the  word  —  defiled  or  com- 
mon —  as  it  is  ufed  among  the  Jews ;  and  in  if  3,  4,  gives  an 
account  of  the  Jewifn  cuftoms.  And  ch.  xv.  2 1,  having  men- 
tioned Simon  the  Cyrenian,  as  the  perfon  they  compelled  to 
bear  the  crofs,  he  adds — that  he  was  "  the  father  of  Alexan- 
"  der  and  Rufus"  —  becaufe  both  thefc  perfons  refided  at 
Rome,  and  were  known  to  the  Roman  Chrillians.  See  Rom. 
xvi.  13.  And  perhaps  the  young  man,  mentioned  ch.  xiv. 
51,52,  was  a  Roman  ;  whofe  curiofity  might  lead  him  to  know 
the  caufe  of  the  tumult;  and,  being  a  ftranger,  might  be  the 
iboner  fufpecled,  and  therefore  apprehended.  He  had  perhaps 
often  told  the  ftory  at  Rome ;  and  the  Evangelift  thought  pro- 
per to  confirm  it.     In  this  light  it  makes  a  good  argument. 

Pes  idt,' .-. 
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Besides,  it  is  apparent, 
2.  That  St.  Mark  makes  quick  and 
frequent  tranfitions  from  one  Evangelifl  to 
the   other;    and   blends  their   accounts,   I 
mean  their  words,  in  fuch  a  manner  as  is 
utterly  inexplicable   upon  any  other  foot- 
ing, than  by  fuppofing  he  had  both  theie 
Gofpels  before  him.     Of  this  the  Reader 
will  find  a  fpecimen  purpofely  inferted  in 
Example  III.   p.  66,  67.     and  again  in 
Example  IV.  p.  67 —  70.     And  if  he 
ftands  in  need  of  further  confirmation,  he 
may  compare  St.  Mark,  ch.  xii.  13 — 27. 
with   Matth.  xxii.  16  —  32.  and  Luke 
xx.  20 —  38  ;  where  he  will  find,  if  I  am 
not  miftaken,  as  ample  a  proof  of  fuch  a 
commixture  of  phrafes  and  fentences,  as 
can  well  be  defired. 

It  is,  moreover,  worthy  of  our  notice, 
3.  That  St.  Luke  agrees  much  oftener 
with  St.  Matthew,  than  he  does  with 
St.  Mark,  in  places  common  to  both;  yea, 
and  in  places  too,  where  the  former  is  very 
concife,  and  the  latter  very  diffufe,  in  his 
narration  j  which,  conlldering  the  copiouf-r 
nefs  and  exuberance  of  St.   Luke's   ftyle, 

could 
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could  hardly  have  been  the  cafe,  had  he  not 
written  before  St.  Mark  [g],   and  left  to 
him  only  the  province  of  enlarging  on  what 
he  had  delivered. 
Add  to  this, 

[g]  But  this,  it  will  perhaps  be  objected,  is  to  contradict  the 
accounts  of  the  ancient  Fathers,  who  all  afTert  that  St.  Luke 
wrote  later  than  St.  Mark;  and  the  place  beholds  in  the 
manufcript  copies  of  the  New  Teibament  is  a  proof  that  their 
affertion  is  well  founded.  But  the  Ancients  are  not  fo  unani- 
mous in  this  point,  as  fome  are  willing  to  believe.  For  Cle- 
mens Alexandrinus,  a  writer  of  the  fecond century,  reciting 
a  tradition  relative  to  the  order  and  difpofition  of  the  Gofpels, 
which  he  had  received  rrom  Prefbyters  of  more  ancient  times, 
fays,  "  that  the  Gofpels  which  contain  the  Genealogies  werejlr/i 

V  written." —  zs^ayi\~x^xi  iteysv  x  T*vaFyi>,\u)<j  rx  r£&ix;Aa,  ix\ 

faiz>.w/ix.;— Apud  Euseb.  Hift.  Eccl.  lib.  vi.  c.  14.  So  that, 
according  to  the  mojl  ancient  account,  St.  Luke  wrote,  as  I 
have  here  fuppofed,  before  St.  Mark.  And  with  refpecl  to 
the  place  he  is  obferved  to  hold  in  manufcript  copies,  little  or 
nothing  can  be  inferred  from  thence.  For  by  that  rule  we 
fhould  conclude  the  Acts  to  be  written  later  than  the  Gofpel 
of  St.  John.  Not  that  the  common  order  of  the  Gofpels  is  al- 
ways obferved  in  Mil*,  vid.  Wetstew  Prolcg.  n.  9c.  p.  56. 
&  ad  fin.  Matth.  But  though  we  allow  that  it  generally  is, 
yet  'tis  greatly  to  be  fufpected,  that  the  Gofpel  of  St.  Mark 
got  at  fiiil  the  precedence  of  St.  Luke's,  juii:  in'the  fame  way, 
and  for  the  fame  reafon,  that  St,  Paul's  Epiftle  to  the  Rom.~j;s 
C.vne  to  be  pLced  before  the  others  that  were  prior  to  it  in 
point  of  time — tint  is,  from  a  regard  to  the  perfons  to  whom 
it  was  written,  vide  Theofhylact,  Arcrum.  Epiit.  ad  Rom. 


4- 


The 


76  Observations  o«    Sect.  IV. 

4.  The  conclufion  that  arifes  from  the 
date  of  his  Gofpel.  For  tho'  the  date  of  it 
be  fomewhat  uncertain,  yet,  upon  every 
fuppofition,  it  comes  down  lower  than  St. 
Luke's,  and  affords  us  thereby  fufficient 
reafon  for  attributing  all  the  fore-mention- 
ed fimilarfties  to  St.  Mark's  infpe&ion  of 
that  prior  Gofpel.  In  fupport  of  this  de- 
duction, we  have  nothing  to  do  but  to  fix 
the  date :  And  the  date  may  be  fettled  by 
the  following  obfervations. 

That  the  Chriitian  Religion  had  made 
a  confiderable  progrefs  in  the  world  before 
St.  Mark  wrote  his  Gofpel,  is  evident 
from  his  own  words.  For  then,  he  tells 
us,  the  Apoftles  "  had  gone  forth,  and 
"  preached  every  where  [/?]" — i.  e.  through- 
out the  whole  Roman  Empire,  and  even 
among  the  barbarous  nations.  A  circum- 
stance that  muft  needs  extend  the  date  of 
its  publication  far  beyond  the  time  that 
Theophylact  mentions,  or  the  Greek 
iubicriptions  place  it  at. 

That  this  Gofpel  was  written  at  Rome, 
for  the  ufe  of  the  Christians  there,  many 

[h]  Ch.  xvi.  20. 

of 
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of  the  Ancients  pofitively  aflert  [/]  :  And 
there  are  feveral  internal  characters  to  be 
found  in  it,  which  plainly  countenance  and 
confirm  their  affertion. — So  far  the  current 
of  Tradition  runs  in  one  channel;  but  here 
it  divides,  and  carries  us  different  ways. 

If  we  credit  the  accounts  of  Clemens 
and  Papias,  and  fuppofe  this  Gofpel  to 
have  been  compofed  at  the  requeft  of  the 
Roman  Converts,  as  an  abfiract  of  what  St. 
Peter  had  preached  among  them  \_k~\ ; 
then  we  mail  be  forced  to  conclude  it  was 
written  about  the  year  lv!  —  a  little  later 
than  the  reputed  time  of  that  Apoftle's  ar- 
rival at  Rome  [/]. 

But  fince  it  is  almoft  demonfcrably  evi- 
dent, that  St.  Peter  had  not  been  at  Rome 

[/']  See  notes  [q]  [>■]  above,  p.  50,  51.  and  Athanasu 
Synopf.  S.  Script,  p.  155.  Hieronym.  Com.  in  Marc, 
Frocem. 

[k]  Euseb.  Hid.  Eccl.  lib.  ii.  c.  15.  lib.  iii.  c.  39.  &  lib. 
vi.  c.  14. 

[/]  L  act  ant  1  us,  in  his  book  De  Mcrtibus  Per/ecut.  cap.  ii. 
brings  him  to  Ro?ne  in  the  beginning  of  Nero's  reign,  about 
the  year  lv  ;  and  is  certainly  much  nearer  the  truth  than  Eu- 
seb i us,  who  (HihVEccl.  lib.  ii.  c.  14,)  represents  him  preach- 
ing there  in  die  reign  of  Claudius. 

in 
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in  the  year  lviii  [m]  -,  we  mufl  neceffarily 
drop  this  part  of  the  ftory,  and  attend  only 
to  the  motions  of  St.  Mark. 

Now  it  appears  from  undoubted  autho- 
rity, that  he  always  accompanied  fome  of 
other  Of  the  Apofiles  in  their  journies.  The 
Ancients  agree  in  making  hirri  the  familiar 
Companion  of  St.  PeteR;  who,  in  i  Pet. 
v.  13.  fpeaks  of  a  Mark,  and  calls  him 
cc  his  Son".  This  Mark  they  fuppofed 
to  be  the  Evangelift,  and  the  fame  perfoh 
with  him  who  is  mentioned  by  that  name 

\m\  It  is  obfervable;  fays  Dr;  Whitby,  Pref.  to  the  Epift. 
to  the  Romans,  that  among  all  the  falutations  which  St.  Paul 
fends  to  thofe  of  Rome,  he  hath  notone  directed  to  St.  Peter.  ; 
nor  doth  he  give  us  any  hint  that  St.  Peter  then  had  ever 
been  at  Rome,  or  planted  any  Church  there  ;  which,  as  it  makes 
it  highly  probable  he  had  not  then  been  there  at  all,  fo  doth 
it  make  it  certain  that  St.  Paul  knew  not  of  his  being  there 
when  this  Epiftle  was  indited — in  the  year  of  our  Lord  lviii. 
And  again,  in  his  note  on  thefe  words — "  I  am  ready  to  preach 
"  the  Gofpel  to  you  that  are  at  Rome  alfo,  ch  i.  15. — he  acids', 
"  It  feems  highly  probable,  that  St.  Peter  was  not  yet  come 
"  to  Rome,  much  Iefs  had  fettled  his  See  there;  for  if  fo,  why 
"  mould  St.  Paul  be  fo  defirous,  fo  often  purpofmg,  to  come 
"  to  them,  that  be  ?night  impart  fome  fpiritual  gift  tc  them,  ?o 
"  the  aid  they  might  Ic  cjiahif.ed,  y  1 1,  unlefs  St.  IVj  lr  was 
"  cither  unfufficient  for,  or  very  negligent  in,  that  work."  See 
alfo  Cave's  Life  of  St.  Peter,  §  xi.  p.  42. 
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in  the  twelfth  of  the  Ac  t  s  : — from  whence 
we  may  eafily  account  for  the  intimacy 
and  connexion  he  maintained  with  St;  Pe- 
ter [«]. 

But  he  fometimes  likewife  accompa- 
nied St.  Paul  j  and  particularly  in  his 
firfl  travels  among  the  Gentiles  [0].  After- 
wards indeed  he  feparated  from  him;  but' 
we  find  him  again  with  St.  Paul  in  Rome 
at  the  time  of  his  firfl  imprifonment.  For 
in  his  Epiftle  to  Philemon*  directed  from 
thence  in  the  year  lxiii,  he  reckons  him, 
ver.  24,  among  his  Fellow-Labourers. 
When,  and  upon  what  account,  he  came 
there,  we  know  not  -,    but  it  appears  from 

\n~\  Victor.  Pnef.  in  Marc,  in  Caten.  Patr. 

[5]  "  Barnabas  and  Saul — took  with  them  John,  whofe 
"  furname  was  Mark,"  dtfsxii.  zz,  Grotius,  in  his  Proleo-. 
ad  Marci  Evangel,  fuppofes  that  the  Mark  here  mentioned 
was  a  different  perfon  from  Mark  the  Evangeliit;  but  the 
reafcns  he  urges  are,  I  think,  of  fo  little  force,  that  we  may  Hill 
fafeiy  conclude  with  Wetstein  — "  Nihil  vetat,  quo  minus 
"  nmpliciter  cum  Victore  &  Tiieophylacto  hunc  eundem 
"  Mahcum  intelligamus,  quoties  iilius  nomen  in  Aetis  & 
*'  Eoiftolis  reperimuc."  Proleg.  in  Ma?<c.  Evang.  See  Lard- 
ner's  $;ipphna:t  kc.  vol. I.  c.vii.  p.I;  •.  — 160.  LiCHTFOOT'i 
Works  vol,  J.  p  336.  fo!.  Michai-.ljs's  Introd.  Left,  §xci. 
p.  226. 

Cohf 
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tlolojf*  iv.  10.  that  he  departed  foon  after  :— 
and  probatly  never  returned.  For  in  the 
year  Lxvi,  towards  the  clofe  of  his  laft 
confinement,  we  find  the  Apoflle  exprefT- 
ing  his  earneft  defire  to  fee  him,  as  one  that 
Was  ufeful  to  him  and  his  Miniftry  [p]. 

If  St.  Mark  then  wrote  his  Gofpel* 
as  the  Ancients  unanimoully  affirm,  at 
Rome;  the  foregoing  limitations  will  una- 
voidably conftrain  us  to  date  its  publication 
about  the  end  of  the  year  lxii,  or  the  be- 
ginning of  lxiii,  the  ninth  of  the  Emperor 
Nero  [q],  A  time  when  the  Church 
flood  in  need  of  every  religious  confolation, 
to  fupport  itfelf  under  the  afflictive  weight 
of  a  dreadfully  cruel  perfecution  [/*]. 

If  this  be  admitted,  it  will  be  eafy  to 
account   for   his  tranferibing  fo  much,  as 

[/>]  2  Tim.  iv.  1 1. 

[j]  St.  Jerome  indeed  reports,  Proacm.  in  Marc,  that  he 
died  the  year  before,  viz.  the  eighth  of  Nero.  But  herein  he 
is  little  to  be  credited,  f.ncc  it  is  evident  from  Irekjeus,  lib. 
iii.  c.  i .  that  he  far  outlived  that  period.  See  Cave's  Lives  of 
the  Ap.  p.  176.  Mark,  §  4. 

[r]  About  this  time  began  the  firft  general  perfecution  ; 
when  the  Clinicians  at  Rome  were  treated  by  the  Emperor  with 
all  the  inftances  of  feern  and  cruelty.  Euseb.  Hift.  EccL 
lib,  ii.  c.  25.  C4.C0RN.  Tacit.  Annal.  lib.  xv. 

we 
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we  fuppofe  him  to  have  done,  from  the 
Gofpel  of  St.  Luke.  F:~  he  could  not 
fail  of  being  well  acquainted  with  that 
Gofpel ;  lince  the  Author  of  it  then  lived 
at  Rome,  and  laboured  with  him  in  the 
fervice  of  Chriflianity  [s].  And  probably 
one  great  reafon  of  St.  Paul's  wifhing 
afterwards  to  fee  him,  as  a  perfon  ufeful 
to  the  Roman  Church  [/],  might  arife  from 
the  consideration  of  the  fpecial  influence, 
which  he  experienced  St.  Mark  had  gained 
over  them,  by  the  favour  he  had  done 
them,  in  penning  this  Gcfpcl  for  their 
fervice   and  ufe. 

What  has  been  faid  is  fufrlcient,  we 
hope,  to  illiulrate  the  defign,  and  afcer- 
tain  the  dates,  of  thefe  three  Gofpels. 
But  in  clearing  thefe  points  we  have  opened 
the  way  to  feveral  conclusions  of  no  mean 
importance  :  two  of  which  we  mail  now 
proceed  to  draw  out  to  their  full  extent. 

From    the    Collations  here   made,   it 
plainly  appears, 

[/]  Philem.  ver.  24.  [/]  z  Tlra.  iv.  1 1. 

G  1.  That 
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I.  That  the  Evangelifts  not  only  per- 
ufed,     but   alfo   tranfcribed,    each   others 
Writings  ;    and  confequently,  that  the  ar- 
gument commonly  urged  in  fupport  of  the 
credibility    of    the    Gofpel-Hiftory,    and. 
founded  on  the  contrary  opinion,  is  at  laft 
founded  on  a  common  miftake.     For  thus 
they    reafon  [«].     "  The  facred  Hiftorians 
"  agree  in  their  accounts,    and   yet   knew 
"  nothing  of  each  others  Writings;  theydid 
t(  not  therefore  write  in  concert,  and  forge 
"  thefe  accounts,  but  were  feverally  guided 
"  by  the  real  exiftence  of  the  facts  related." 
True  indeed  it  is,   that  they  neither  forged 
their  accounts,    nor  wrote  in  concert ;    for 
they  wrote  at  different  times,  in  different 
places,   and  with  different  views  :    yet,    fo 
far  is  it   from  being  true,   that   the  later 
Evangelifts  never  confulted  what  the  for- 
mer  had    written    before   them,   that  the 
very  reverfe  has,  I  prefume,   been    already 
demonitrated.  They  perufed,  recommend- 
ed,   and   copied   each  other.     And   happy 

[VJPrref.  Nicety  ad  Symb.  Evang.  in  Caten.  Patr.  Grxc. 
in  Matth.  vide  etiam  Hammond.  &  Clerici  Pnvf.  ad  An- 
jiotationes,  &c. 

it 


Scft.  IV.   the  Four  Gospels.  83 

it  is,  as  will  hereafter  appear,   for  the  caufe 
of  Chriftianity,  that  they  really  did   fo. 

But  how,  then,  came  they  not  to  avoid 
the  many  contradictions  obfervable  among 
them  ?  Thefe  are  only  feeming  contradic- 
tions -,  and  vanilh  moft  of  them,  on  a 
clofe  comparifon  of  the  feveral  paffages  : 
and  were  we  fufficiently  acquainted  with 
the  circumftances  of  the  facts,  the  views'  of 
the  Relators,  the  turns  of  their  expreffi- 
ons,  and  the  method  they  ufed  in  their 
computations,  the  reft  would  doubtlefs 
immediately  difappear;  and  the  feveral 
Gofpels  would  perfectly  correfpond  with 
each  other. 

From  the  fame  Collations,  we  may 
likewife  infer, 

2.  That  St.  Matthew's  Gofpel,  if 
not  originally  written  in  Greek,  was  yet 
very  early  tranflated  into  that  Language ; 
and  that  the  prefent  Veriion,  if  we  mull 
needs  have  it  to  be  a  Verfion,  is  of  equal 
authority  with  the  Greek  Text  of  the  other 
Gofpels  ;  that  is,  of  authority  truly  divine. 
St.  Mark  and  St.  Luke  adopted  it  as 
fuch  :  and  what  weight  can  the  furmifes 
G    2  cf 
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of  fome  credulous  Fathers  carry  in  oppofi- 
tion  to  their  infallible  judgment  ? 

But  it  is  now  time  to  go  on  with  our 
defign,  and  examine  the  contents  of  the 
remaining  Gofpel,  viz.  that  of  St.  John. 

SECT.     V. 

NO  fooner  was  the  Chriftian  Church 
eftablifhed,  but  its  doctrines  were  obfeured, 
debafed,  and  corrupted  by  errors  and  he- 
fefies  of  various  kinds. — The  nrfl  Heretics, 
who  fet  up  their  own  opinions  againft  the 
truths  delivered  to  them,  aflumed  the  ge- 
neral Name  of  Gnoftics,  i.  e.  "  knowing 
Men" ;  and  made  extraordinary  pretenfions 
to  fuperior  light  and  knowledge  [x].  This 
falfe  fcience  appeared  early  in  the  days  of 
the  Apoilles ;  and  is  probably  that  of 
which  St.  Paul  fpeaks,  when  he  warns 
Timothy  to  "avoid  profane  and  vain 
"babblings,   and  oppofitions  of  Science 

Tx]  Adverfantar  Tradition],  dicentcs  fe  non  folum  Prefby- 
teris,  fed  ctiam  Apoflolis  exiitentcs  flipienticres,  finccram 
inver.ifle  veritatem.     Irek.  cont.  Hxrcf.  Lib.  iii.  c.  2. 

"  falfely 
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"  falfely  fo  called  ;  which  fome  proferfing, 
*'  have  erred  concerning  the  Faith  [y\** 

OF    all  the  heretical  notions  founded  on 
Philofophy  and  vain  Learning,   none  made 
1  quicker  progrefs  in  the  world,   or  were 
nore  injurious  to  the  truths  of  the  Gofpel, 
han  thofe  originally  embraced  by  the  iV7- 
tolaitans,    and    afterwards   propagated   by 
Ebion  and  Cerinthus.    Thefe   notions, 
therefore,    the  Governors   of  the  Church 
were  obliged  in  duty  to  refute  and  extir- 
pate.    They   prevailed   moft   in  Afia  [z]. 
And  accordingly  we  find,  that    the  AJian 
Bifhops  defired  St.  John,    who  had  been 
the    beloved   Difciple  of    Christ,     an^J. 
as   it   were  his  bofom-friend,   to  draw  up 
a  confutation  of  them  \a\  that,  in  com- 
pliance with   their  requcft,    he  wrote  his 
Gofpel,   in  which  he   endeavoured  to  ex- 
tirpate the  errors  that  had  been  propagated 

[j]  1  Tim.  vi.  20,  21.  [a]  Epiphan.  Haeref.  28.  [a] 
Joannes — fcripfit  Evangelium,  rogatus  ab  Afise  Epifcopis, 
adverfus  Cerinthum  aliofque  Hasreticos,  et  maxime  tunc 
Ebionitarum  dogma  confargcns,  qui  afTcrunt  Christum  ante 
Mar  [am  non  f'ui'Te — Hieronym.  Cat.  Script.  Eccl.  in  voce 
Joannes.  Vide  etiam  ejufdem  autoris  Comment,  in  Matth. 
Proo?m. 

G3  by 


86  Observations  0«    Sed.  V. 

byCERiNTHus,  and  long  before  his  time 
by  the  Nicolahans,  a  fed:  of  thofe  who  are 
falfely  called  Gnojiics  [6]. 

We  are  therefore  to  coniider  his  Gofpel, 
not  merely  as  an  hiflorical  narrative,  but 
alfo  as  a  polemic  tract,  defigned  to  confute 
the  errors  of  Cerinthus,  and  other  He- 
retics of  the  fame  {tamp    [c].     The  me- 

\b]  Ha  flc  fid  em  annuncians  Joannes  Domini  difcipulus, 
volens  per  Evangelii  annunciationem  auferre  eum,  qui  a  Ce- 
rintho     infeminatus    erat   hominibus,    Errcrem,    et  multo 
prius  ab  his  qui  dicuntur  Nicolaitas,    qui  funt  vulfio  ejus  qua; 
falfo  cognominatur  fcientia?,  &c.     Iren.  Lib.  iii.  c.  II. 

[t]Mr.  Lampe  (Prolegom.  in  Joan.)  Dr.LARDNER  (Suppl. 
to  Cred.  Vol.  I.)  and  feveral  others  ftrenuoufly  contend,  that  it 
could  never  be  the  intention  of  the  Evangelift  to  confute  thefe 
Heretics;  becaufe  they  did  not  appear  in  the  world,  till  fome- 
time  after  the  publication  of  this  Gofpel.  But  it  is  evident 
from  Iren^eus  (Lib.  iii.  c.  3.)  that  Cerinthus  was  cotem- 
porary  with  St.  John — and  from  Epiphanius  (Haer.  28.)  that 
he  began  <very  early  to  fow  tares  in  the  Church.  The  Nico- 
laitans  are  mentioned  Rev.  ii.  6.  and  15.  Nor  is  there  any  room 
to  doubt  but  the  Gnojiics  corrupted  the  Chriftian  Faith,  almoft 
as  Jlofi  as  St.  Paul  eftabliihed  it.  1  Tim.  vi.  20,  21.  And 
as  this  was  the  cafe,  it  certainly  became  the  concern  of  the 
Evangelic,  fo  to  order  the  ceconomy  of  his  Gofpel,  as  to 
render  it  an  antidote  to  the  fatal  poifon  of  thefe  prevailing  He- 
refics.  And  fince  it  is  univerfally  allowed,  that  they  v:ay  all 
he  confuted  by  it,  does  it  not  plainly  follow,  that  it  was  pur- 
pofely  written  with  a  view  to  confute  them  ? 

a.  thod 
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thod  he  employed  for  this  purpofe  was,  to 
fet  forth  at  large  the  Difcourfes  of  Christ 
which  difproved  their  notions,  and  to  re- 
count the  Miracles  which  confirmed  thofe 
Difcourfes.  And  how  conclufive  this 
method  of  argumentation  was,  appears 
from  the  conduct  of  his  opponents  ;  who 
had  no  other  way  of  eluding  its  force,  than 
by  totally  rejecting  his  Gofpel  [d]. 

In  order  therefore  to  underftand  the 
fcheme  and  difpofition  of  this  Gofpel,  we 
mufl  firft  examine  the  tenets  of  Cerin- 
thus,  in  oppofition  to  which  we  fuppofe 
it  to  have  been  purpofely  written, 

Now  the  opinions  attributed  to  Cerin- 
Thus  are  chiefly  thefe, 

[d]  The  Ebionites,  Cerinthians,  and  other  Heretics  of  the 
like  caft,  received  only  the  Gofpel  of  St.  Matthew,  and 
and  that  net  in  its  purity,  as  appears  from  the  following  tefti- 
monies.  Ebioniei  eo  folo,  quod  eft  fecundum  Matthteum, 
Evangelio  utuntur.  Iren.  Lib.  i.  C.  26.  et  Lib.  iii.  c.  ir. 
In  Evangelio  (fcil.  Matth.)  quo  utuntur  Na-zaraivt  Elnonit.-c. 
Hieron.  Com.  Matth.  c.  xii.  com.  1  3.  Per  Nazarmes  in- 
telligendi  funt  Hacretici,  ifto  nomine  kle  appellantes,  de  qui- 
bu;;  Epiphanius  Hxr.  29.  agit,  qui  ut  in  dognvatibus  cum  Eai- 
onitis  confpiraumt,  ita  et  uno  Evangelio  uii  funt.  Grab. 
fpicikg,  Patr.  fccul.  i.  p.  15. 

"G4  He 
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He  believed, 

I.  That  the  mofthigh  God  was  entirely 
unknown  before  the  appearance  of  Ch  r  i  s  t; 
and  dwelt  in  a  remote  Heaven,  called 
Hhfpufitt  with  the  chief  Spirits  or  Mo7is  [e], 

2.  That  this  fupreme  God  firft  gene- 
rated an  only-begotten  Son,  MONOrENHS, 
who  again  beget  the  Word,  AOrO£,  which 
was  inferior  to  the  Firft-born  [f], 

3.  That  Christ  was  a flill  lower  /Eon, 
tho'far  fuperior  to  fome  others  \g]m 

4.  That  there  were  two  high  JEonsy 
difHnc!  from  Christ  ;  one  called  ZX1H  or 
the  Life,  and  the  other  OflS  or  the  Light  [{?]. 

5.  That  from  the  Mens  again  proceed- 
ed inferior  orders  cf  Spirits  ;    and  particu- 

[e]  Iren.  aoverfus  Hxrefes,  Lib.  i.  Cap.  1.  in  princip.  et 
pafTirn  alibi,  for  what  is  faid  there  of  the  Valenthiam  is  equally 
true  of  the  Cerinikians,  who  maintained  the  fame  principles 
before  them. 

[/]  Initium  quidem  cfie  Monogonen,  Logon  autem  verum 
Elium  Unigeniti.     Iren.  Lib.  iii.  cap.  1 1. 

[g]  Alterum  vero  de  fuperioribus  Christum.     Iren.   ubi 

[/]  Sec  Grot.  Prcccm.  Com.  in  Joan,  and  Michaelis 
LcS.  on  the  New  Tcfiacient.  §  ci.  p.  248.  Eng.  Ed. 

I  larly 
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larly  one  Demiurgus,   who  created  this 
vifible  World  out  of  eternal  matter  [i], 

6.  That  this  Demiurgus  was  igno- 
rant  of  the  fupreme  God,  and  much  lower 
than  the  JEons  which  were  wholly  invisi- 
ble [k]. 

7.  That  he  was  however  the  peculiar 
God   and  Protector  of  the  Ifraelites,    and 
fent  Moses  to  them,   whofe  laws  and  in- 
junctions were  to  be  of  conftant  and  perpe- 
tual obligation  [/]. 

[/]  Demiurgus  perfidebat  fabricationem  conditionis,  i.  e. 
creationis.     Iren.  Lib.  iii.  cap.  11. 

[i]  Cerinthus  in  Afia,  non  a  primoDEo  fattum  efle 
mundam,  docuit,  fed  a  \irtute  quadam  vnlde  feparata,  et 
diilaate  ab  ea  priiicipalitate  quae  eft  fupet  univerfa,  et  igno- 
rante  eum  qui  eft  iuper  omnia  Deum.  Iren.  Lib.  i.  cap. 
25.  &  alibi.  A  virtu te  aliqua  valde  deorfum  fubje&a,  et  ab- 
fciiTa  ab  eorum  communicatione,  qua;  funt  invifibilia  et  inno- 
minabiiia.     Lib.  iii.  cap.  n. 

[/]  Ex  Deo  per  varias  emana  iones  efTe  angelcs  (vcl  ange- 
lumDEM.URGLM  opificcm)  qui  nunc  condiderintir.undum  ;  e 
quorum  numeroangelorumfuerit  quoqueDEUs,  lllejudajorum, 
qui  veterem  inftituit  ceconomiam.  Vitringa  apud  Buddeum, 
Eccl.  Apoft.  Cap.  v  §  3.  De  Cerinthianis  equiJem  talia  tra- 
duntur,  ex  quibuscolligas,  haud  prccul  eosapfeudapoftolorum 
difciplina  abfsiJe,  quod  fcilicet  neceCitatem  legis  Mofaicaj 
ftatuerint,  plurimaque  Inftituta  Mofaica  retinuerint.  Bud d e i 
Eccl.  Ap.  Cap.  iii.  §  1.  Moshem.  Inftit.  Hift.  Chriftian. 
Antiq.  led.  i  .  p.  ii.  cap.  v.  §  16. 

8.  That 
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8.  That  Jesus  was  a  mere  Man,  the 
real  Son  of  Joseph  and  Mary  [m~\. 

9.  That  theMon,  Christ,  defcended 
upon  him  in  the  form  of  a  Dove  when  he 
was  baptized ;  revealed  to  him  the  un- 
known Father,  and  impowered  him  to 
work  Miracles  [«]. 

10.  That  the  Mon,  Light,  entered  into 
John  the  Baptift,  in  the  fame  manner  as 
Christ  entered  into  Jesus  ;  and  there- 
fore that  John  was,  in  fome  refpects,  to 
be  preferred  to  our  Saviour  [0], 

[ni]  Jesum  antem  fubjecit  (Cerinthus,)  non  ex  virgine 
natum  ;  (impoffibile  enim  hoc  ei  vifum  eft)  fuifle  autem  eum, 
Joseph  et  Marine  filium,  fimiliter  ac  reliqui omnes  homines, 
et  plus  potuhTe  juftitia,  et  prudentia,  et  fapientia  ab  omnibus. 
Iren.  Lib.  i.  cap.  25. 

[«]  Poft  baptifmum  defcendhTe  in  eum,  ab  ea  Principalitate 
quse  eft  fuper  omnia,  Christum,  figura  columbas,  et  tunc  an- 
nunciafle  incognitum  Patrem,  et  virtutes  perfeciffe.  Iren.uM 
fupra. 

[0]  Erant  et  qui  Joannis  Baptiftae  feftatores  quam  Jesu 
dici  mallent,  fays  Grotius  in  Joan.  He  adds  indeed  ad 
fubterfugiendam  crucem — "  in  order  to  avoid  the  fhame  of  the 
"  crofs ;"  which  might  be  the  cafe  with  fome :  and  yet  others, 
efpecially  thofe  who  adopted  the  maxims  and  praclices  of  the 
EJJena,  might  do  it  from  an  opinion  of  the  Baptiit's  fuperior 
Sanftity.  vid.  Iren.  L.  iii.  c.  2. 

j  i.  That 
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11.  That  when  Jesus  had  propagated 
the  knowledge  of  God,  and  came  to  fuf- 
fer,  Christ  left  him,  and  fled  into  the 
Tleroma,  or  upper-moll  Heaven.  And 
confequently  that  Jesus  only  fufFered, 
whilft  Christ,  being  a  fpiritual  Mon,  re- 
mained impafiible  [p]. 

12.  That  Jesus  Christ  mould  reign, 
on  Earth  for  the  fpace  of  a  thoufand  years; 
and  that  his  Difciples  mould  live  in  carnal 
delights,  and  all  kinds  of  fenfual  enjoy- 
ments [q]. 

[p]  In  fine  autem  revolafle  iterum  Christum  de  Jesu,  et 
Jesum  paffum  efle,  et  refurrexifle  :  Christum  autem  impafc 
fibilem  perfeverafTe,  exiftentem  fpiritalem.  Iren.  Lib.  i.e. 
25.  et  lib.  iii.  c.  n.  p.  217.  Ed.  Grab. 

[^]   'AKK»  fCj  KrgttS^1      '     t\iyuv,   f/p  rhu  avxracrH  cmyeiot  it) 

tr,v  cu.zy.gi  woXjTsyofAEUji'  ouXiiitiv.  %  £^9go;  vnct^Xfi)*  Ta*V  y^ct(pct7i 
ts  Qs£,  u;:$iaIv  j^»X»0»1aET»«s  of  y»(Ay  !o£T>5;  BtXuv  <V3"ha.vct,v  tAyn. 
•y'iH&ut.  Sed  et  Cerinthus — affirmant pojl refurreftionem  reg- 
tiitm  Christi  in  terris  futurum,  ac  rurfus  homines  Hierofolymis 
degentes  cupiditatibus  et  <voluptati  corporis  obnoxios  fore — addit- 
que  hojiis  tile  dluinar urn  fcriptur arum  mille  annorum  fpatium  in 
uuptialibui  fejlis  tranfaclum  iri  quo  facilius  imperitos  homines  de- 
cipiat.  Euseb.  Hift.  Eccl.  Lib.  iii.  c.  28.  Augustin.  de 
tf?eref.  c.  viii. 

Some 
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Some  of  the  Cerlnthian  fed  denied  alfo 
the  Refurre&ion  of  the  Dead ; — and  many 
of  them  maintained,  that  Jesus  Christ 
was  not  yet  rifen  [H. 

If  we  enter  the  Gofpel  with  thefe  arti- 
cles, we  fhall  foon  perceive  how  conducive 
they  are  to  the  explanation  of  it.  Not 
only  particular  panages  will  derive  from 
them  great  light ;  but  the  whole  will  ap- 
pear to  be  a  compleat  work — regular,  clear, 
and  conclufive. 

It  may  properly  be  divided  into  three 
parts. 

The  Firft  comprehends  the  Doctrines 
to  be  maintained ;  which  are  contrary  to 
thofe  of  Cerint bus,  i.  i  — 18. 

The  Second  contains  the  Proofs  of  thefe 
Doctrines,  delivered  in  an  hiftorical  man- 
ner,  i.  19 — xx.  29. 

The  Third  is  a  Conclujion  or  Appendix, 
giving  fome  account  of  the  Perfon  of  the 
Writer,  and  of  the  view  he  had  in  penning 
this  Gofpel,  xx.  30.  to  the  end. 

\r\  Dupin's  Hift.  of  the  Church,  Vol.  IT.  Eng.  Ed.  i2mo. 

p.  4:. — Cave's  Lives  of  the  .Aped.  p.  124.  St.  John,  §  i. 

The 
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The  Do&rines  laid  down  in  the  fir  ft 
Part,  as  contra-pofitions  to  the  tenets  of 
Cerinthus,  may  be  reduced  to  the  fol- 
lowing heads  ;  where  the  Evangelift  afferts 

1.  That  Christ  is  the  Logos  or  Word 
of  God. 

2.  That  the  Logos  and  Monogenes  are 
not  diftinct  beings,  but  one  and  the  fame 
perfon,   i.  14. 

3.  That  Christ  or  the  Logos  is  not 
an  inferior  JEon,  but  God,  i.   1. 

4.  That  he  perfectly  knew  the  fupreme 
God,  being  always  with  him  in  the  Pie- 
r'oma,    i.  18. 

5.  That  he  is  not  to  be  diflinguilhed 
from  the  Demiurgus;  for  he  is  the 
Creator  of  the  whole  World,   i.  3,  10. 

6.  That  Life  and  Light  are  not  particu- 
lar and  feparate  Spirits,  but  the  fame  with 
the  Logos  and  Christ,  i.  4,7 — 9.  17.  And 
therefore  that  Christ,  the  Logos,  Life, 
Light,  the  only-begotten,  are  not  difundt 
Moris,  but  one  and  the  fame  divin e perfon [s], 

[;]  Unus  et  idem  oflcnditur  Logos  et  Monogenes,  et  Zoe 
et  Phos,  et  foter  et  Christus  filius  Dei,  et  hie  idem  incaruu- 
tus  pro  nobis,     Iren.  Lib,  i.  c,  i.  §  20. 

7.  That 
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7.  That  no  particular  Mon  entered  into 
John  the  Baptift  by  the  name  of  Light, 
to  communicate  to  him  a  fuperior  Know- 
ledge of  the  divine  Will,  i.  8  ;  but  that  he 
was  a  mere  man,  and,  tho'  infpired,  much 
inferior  to  Jesus,  being  only  the  Fore- 
runner of  him,   i.  6,  8,  1$. 

8;  That  the  fupreme  God  was  not  en- 
tirely unknown  before  the  time  of  Chris t$ 
for  men  had  received  fuch  lights  on  this 
head,  under  the  various  difpenfations  thro* 
which  they  palfed,  that  it  was  their  own 
fault,  if  they  remained  ignorant,  i.  9,  10. 

9.  That  the  Jews  were  not  the  pecu- 
liar people  of  an  inferior  God,  fuch  as  the 
Demiurgus;  biit  of  Christ  himfelf, 
the  only-begotten  Son  of  God,   i.  11. 

10  That  in  the  fulnefs  of  time  the 
Son  of  God  took  upon  him  human  nature, 
and  became  Man,  i.  14. 

11.  That  he  abolifhed  the  Law  of 
Moses,  which  was  only  the  iliadow  of 
good  things  to  come,  and  in  its  itead  in- 
troduced the  fubfbnce,  or  the  very  things 
fignined  by   it,   i.  17. 

And 
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And  laftly, 

12.  That  the  Jew  has  no  more  right 
in  this  divine  perfon,  and  the  privileges 
conferred  thro'  him,  than  the  Gentile  [t]  : 
for  whoever  believes  in  him,  becomes  there- 
by a  Child  of  God,  and  is  entitled  by 
that  adoption  to  a  glorious  inheritance,  i. 
12,  13. 

These  proportions  being  fettled,  the 
Evangelift  proceeds  to  the  proofs  of  them  y 
which  he  delivers  in  the  way  of  Hiftory, 
as  being  all  exprefted  or  plainly  implied  in 
the  Difcourfes  and  Tranfactions  of  our  Sa- 
viour. Let  us  therefore  purfue  the  thread 
of  the  Hiftory,  in  order  to  difcover  what 
proofs  arife  from  the  feveral  tranfactions 
and  fpeeches  of  Christ,  recorded  by  this 
Evangelift.     And, 

1.  John  the  BaptiiT:  himfelf  confefTes  to 
the  Jewijh  Priefts,  that  he  is  much  inferior 
to  Jesus — refers  his  own  Diiciples  to  him, 
who  acknowledge  him  to  be  the  Messiah, 
and  are  confirmed  in  this  Faith  by  a  Mi- 
racle, L  19 — ii.  1 1. 

[:]  0;uut:n.  Philocru.  c.  i.  p.  17.     EJ.  Spekcer. 

2.  After 
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2.  After  this  Jesus  conducts  himfelf 
at  Jerufalem,  as  the  Lord  of  the  Temple, 
ii.  12 — 25. — reveals  himfelf  to  Nicode- 
mus,  as  the  only-begotten  Son  of  God— - 
fhews  the  defign  of  his  coming  into  the 
world — and  the  necefli  ty  of  believing  in 
him,   iii.  1 — 2  I. 

Then  follows  an  additional  Teflimony 
of  John  the  Baptifl  to  the  fuperiority  of 
Christ,  and  the  excellency  of  his  ordi- 
nances, iii.  22 — 36. 

Jesus  vifits  the  Samaritans — declares 
himfelf  to  be  the  Christ — and  foretells 
the  abolition  of  the  Levitical  Worihip,  iv* 
1 — 42* 

Then,  by  a  fecond  Miracle,  he  demon- 
Urates  his  divine  miffion  in  his  own  coun- 
try,  where  it  was  moft  difputed,  iv.  43— 

54- 

As  a  farther  proof  of  the  future  abroga- 
tion of  the  Ceremonial  Law,  Jesus  works 
a  Miracle  on  the  Sabbath,  and  vindicates 
his  conduct — declares  himfelf  to  be  the 
Son  of  God,  and  exhibits  various  evidences 
of  his  million,  v.  i — 47. 

Then, 
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Then,  to  (hew  that  he  was  the  End  of 
the  Law,  he  fubftitutes  himfelf  in  the 
room  of  the  Legal  Sacrifices  j  and  com- 
mands the  people,  who  were  ufed  to  feaft 
on  fome  of  thofe  Sacrifices,  to  eat  his  Flejh 
and  drink  his  Blood.  And  to  convince  them 
that  he  was  truly  the  Bread  of  Life^  he 
miraculoufly  feeds  above  five  thoufand  of 
them  with  five  barley  loaves,  vi.  1 — -71. 

The  People  being  difpofed  by  this  Mi- 
racle to  make  him  a  King,  Jesus  difclaims 
all  temporal  views — urges  farther  the 
Proofs  of  his  divine  million, — and  promifes 
the  afiiftance  of  the  Holy  Spirit  to  all  true 
Believers,  vii.  1 — 53. 

He   declares  himfelf  to  be  the  Light  of 
the  World — reproves  the  Jews  for  rejecting 
him^— promifes  Immortality  to  his  Follow- 
ers—and  fpeaks  of  his  own    exigence  as 
prior  to  that  of  Abraham,  viii.  12 — 59. 

In  proof  of  his  being  the  Light  of  the 
world,  he  reftores  a  blind  man  to  fight— 
and  warns  the  Jews  of  that  judicial  Dark- 
fiefs,  under  which  they  were  foon  to  be 
fealed  up,  for  perverting  lb  bafely  thofe 
H  means 
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means  of  knowledge  that  were  gracioufly 
offered  to  them,   ix.  i — 41. 

After  this  he  reprefents  himfelf  as 
the  Door  of  the  Sheepfold  j  and  tells  the 
Pbarifces,  who  called  themfelves  the  Shep- 
herds of  the  people,  that  they  "  who  en- 
"  tered  not  by  the  door  into  the  Sheepfold, 
"  but  climbed  up  fome  other  way,"  what- 
ever character  they  might  affume,  were 
in  reality  no  better  than  thieves  and  rob- 
bers. A  reflexion  which  the  Chriftians  of 
thofe  days  could  hardly  avoid  applying  to 
Cerinthus  and  other  Herefiarchs.  Then 
follows  a  defcription  of  a  good  Shepherd 
and  an  Hireling,  which  may  be  looked  up^ 
on  as  a  kind  of  teft,  whereby  to  judge  of 
the  different  conduct  of  the  Apoftles  and 
Heretics,  &c.  x.  1 — 42. 

Jesus  performs  a  fignal  Miracle  in  the 
prefence  of  a  large  number  of  people  ; 
which  was  attended  with  this  peculiar  cir- 
cumftance, — that  it  was  wrought  alter  an 
exprefs  invocation  of  God,  that  he  would 
apply  it  to  the  confirmation  of  what  our 
Saviour  had  taught,  xi.  1 — 44.  Obferve 
particularly  vcr.  41,  42. 

Then 
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Then  follows  a  brief  account  of  the 
different  effects  which  this  Miracle  pro- 
duced on  the  minds  of  the  Jews  : — fo  dif- 
ferent, that  though  it  won  upon  many  of 
the  People,  it  exafperated  mofl  of  the 
Priejls,  xi.  45 — 57.    xii.  1 — 11. 

Christ  rides  in  triumph  to  Jerufalem> 
and  is  proclaimed  King  of  Ifrael.  The 
Greets,  who  may  be  confidered  as  the  nrft- 
fruits  of  the  Gentiles,  apply  to  him,  and 
are  admitted.  He  addrerTes  them  in  terms 
fuitable  to  the  occafion- — and  his  Doctrine 
is  confirmed  by  a  Voice  from  Heaven,  xii. 
12—36. 

Some  intimation  being  now  given,  that 

the  Gentiles  were  to  be  admitted  into  the 

ChriiKan    Church,    Jesus     inftitutes  the 

Law    of    Hoipitality  [11],    and    delivers  to 

H   2  his 

[«]  Wafhing  the  Feet  was  commonly,  in  the  Eajlcrn  coun- 
tries, the  firit  kindnefs  fhewn  to  a  Traveller,  who  was  to  be 
hofpitably  received  :  Gen.  xviii.  4.  xix.  2.  xliii.  24.  whence 
it  came  to  be  ufed  for  hofpitality  in  general,  1  Tim.  v.  10, 
When  our  Saviour  therefore  warned  the  feet  of  his  Difciples,, 
and  taught  them  to  condefcend  in  like  manner  to  their  inferi 
ors,  it  amounted  to  the  fame  thing,  as  if  he  had  inftituted  and 
cllabliihed  the  law  of  hoipitality  among  all  his  future  Follow- 
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his  Difciples  a  new  Commandment,  that 
they  fhould  love  one  another  as  Brethren, 
without  diftin&ion,  and  as  Members  of 
the  fame  Church,   xiii.  1—^-35. 

Then  he  informs  them,  in  along  Dif- 
courfe,  that  a  perpetual  and  intimate  union 
with  him,  their  Head,  is  indifpenfably  ne- 
ceffary  to  falvation  ; — and  that,  after  his 
departure,  he  would  fend  down  the  Holy 
Spirit,  who  fhould  guide  them  into  all 
truth,  and  enable  them  to  fulfil  his  com- 
mandments, xiv.  1 — 15.  xvi.  33. 

After  this,  Jesus  recommends  his 
Difciples,  &c.  to  the  Father,  in  a  pathetic 
and  memorable  Prayer;  and  at  the  fame  time 
teftifies,  that  none  of  his  Apoftles  was  loft, 
but  Judas  Iscariot,  xvii.  1 — 26.  As 
this  Prayer  was  favourably  heard,  and  the 
Apoftles  were  afterwards  endowed  with 
extraordinary  powers,   it  afforded  an  argu- 

crs.  Now  as  Strangers  are  the  Objects  of  this  Law,  and  not 
Perfons  who  live  in  the  fame  Community,  it  was  indeed,  in  the 
ilrifleft  fenfe,  a  new  Commandment  to  them,  who  thought  it 
their  Duty  "  to  avoid  thofe  of  another  nation,"  Acls  x.  28. 
See  Michaelis*s  Introd.  Left.  §  ciii.  p.  254;  to  whom  I  am 
indebted  for  this,  and  many  other  obfervations  on  the  prefen; 
fubjcS. 

ment 
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ment,  againft  Cerinthus,    of  the  divine 
Authority  of  the  Doctrines  they  taught. 

Then  follows  a  particular  account  of 
our  Saviour's  ParTion,  adapted  to  prove 
that  he  did  not  die  as  a  mere  Man,  xviii.  i . 
xix.  42. 

And  alfoof  his  Refurrection,  in  oppo- 
sition to  thofe,  who  denied  that  he  was 
rifen,  xx.  1 — 29. 

The^V/?  part  of  the  Appendix  contains 
a  declaration  of  the  end  which  the  Evan- 
gelift  had  in  view,  when  he  penned  this 
account :  namely,  that  his  Readers  might 
be  convinced  thereby,  that  "  Jesus  is 
"  the  Christ,  the  Son  of  God*"; — and 
confequently  that  the  notions  and  tenets  of 
Cerinthus  were  altogether  falfe  and  he- 
retical. 

Tuvfecond  part  relates  to  himfelf,  and 
feems  to  have  been  added  as  a  confutation 
of  the  opinion,  which  fome  entertained, 
that  St.  John  was  not  to  die.  An  opinion 
that  might  have  weakened  his  authority, 
had  he  furlered  it  to  pafsunrefuted. 

*   Ch.  xx.  31.  [x]  Ch.xxi.  23. 

H  3  The 
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The  only  thing  that  remains  is  to  fettle 
the  Date  of  this  Gofpel,  which,  according 
to  the  unanimous  furTrage  of  the  Ancients, 
was  written  the  laft  of  all  the  Four  : — tho* 
at  what  time  cannot  be  determined  from 
their  ftrangely  various  and  contradictory 
Accounts.  Let  us  therefore  confult  the 
Gofpel  itfelf,  and  fee  what  information 
may  be  collected  from  thence. 

Now  the  Gofpel  contains  one  or  two 
particulars,  which  plainly  intimate  that 
it  was  not  written  till  after  the  Death  of 
St.  Peter.  For  had  he  been  then  living, 
St.  John  would  have  undoubtedly  fuppref- 
fed  his  name,  as  the  other  Evangelifts  had 
done,  in  the  account  of  his  alfault  on  the 
High-PriefYs  fervant,  for  fear  of  expofing 
him  to  the  refcntment  of  the  Jews.  But  he 
inferts  it  at  full  length — "  Simon  Peter 
"  drew  a  fword",  &c.  [y]  :  And  this  in- 
fertion  of  it  is  a  prefumptive  proof  that 
he  was  now  dead. 

But  there  is  no  necefllty  that  we  fhould 
reft  this  point  here.      The  fame  thing  may 

[j2  Ch.  X'. iii.  \c:  26. 

be 


Sect.  V.    the  Four  Gospels.  103 

be  inferred  from  the  following  PafTage. 
"  When  thou  waft  young,"  fays  our 
Saviour  to  Peter,  "  thou  girddedft 
<c  thyfelf,  and  walkedft  whither  thou 
"  wouldeft ;  but  when  thou  malt  be  old, 
"  thou  fhalt  ftretch  forth  thy  hands,  and 
"  another  fhall  gird  thee,  and  carry  thee 
"  whither  thou  wouldeft  not,"  "  This," 
St.  John  remarks,  "  our  Saviour  fpake, 
"  fignifying  by  what  death" — viz.  Cruci- 
fixion— "  he  mould  glorify  God  [z]"'  An 
interpretation  he  would  have  hardly  affixed 
to  fuch  ambiguous  words,  had  it  not  been 
already  afcertained  by  the  completion  of 
the  Prophecy. 

If  thefe  Arguments  be  of  any  weight, 
then  it  follows, 

That  St.  John  did  not  write  his  Gof- 
pel  before  the  year  Jixty-eight :  for  in  that 
year,  we  are  told,  St.  Peter  was  mar- 
tyred at  Rome  \ji\  ; — and  therefore, 

[s]  Ch.  xxi.  18,  19.  Compare  this  with  Ch.  xii.  33. 
and  xviii.  32. 

[a]  Euseb.  Hift.  Eccl.  Lib.  ii.  c.  25.  Lactant.  de 
•VJort,  Perfecut.  c.  2. 

II  4  That 
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That  Theohhylact  dates  this  Gof* 
pel  a  little  too  early,  when  he  affirms  it 
to  have  been  written  in  jixty-five. 

Those  Writers,  who,  on  the  other 
hand,  bring  down  the  date  of  it  far  below 
the  Destruction  of  Jerufalem  [£],  feem  to 
place  it  much  too  late.  For  the  Evange^ 
lift  himfelf  fpeaks  of  that  city  as  ftill  fub- 
fifling  (E£TI  Ti  iv  ToTg  Ispa-oXupug)  ch.  v.  2. 
[c]  at  the  time  he  wrote.  But  Jem* 
Jalem,  we  know,  was  taken  and  deftroyed 
in  the  Year  lxx  :  and  by  that  circum- 
stance, in  conjunction  with  the  foregoing 
remarks,  we  are  neceftarily  confined  to  the 
Year  of  our  Lord  lxix,  the  very  year  fpe- 
cified  by  Nicephorus,  as  the  moft  likely 
time  for  the  publication  of  this  Gofpel. 

If  it  be  fuppofed,  that  the  true  reading 
in  this  Place,  is  either  vE$y,  according  to 
the  Complutenjian  Edition  ; — or  ~Hv,  ac- 
cording to  the  Syriac  Verfion,  and  fome  of 
the  Fathers  ; — or  elfe,   that  the  Evangelift 

\b)  Iren.  Lib.  iii.  c.  i.  Epiphan.  Hxref.  li.  Ciiry- 
sost.  Serm!  de  S.  Joan.  Apoft.  Tom.  vi.  Ed.  Lut.  Parif. 
an.  1624,     Mill.  Prolegom.  N°.  181.  p.  604. 

[c]  See  Whitiiy  on  the  Place.  Basnag.  An  xcvu.  N°. 
12.    Lamp.  Proleg.  in  Joan.  Lib,  ii.  c.  ii.  N°.  1 1. 

made 
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made  ufe  of  the  frefent  in/lead  of  the  pra~ 
ter  tenfe  [d],  in  order  the  better  to  enli* 
ven  the  fcene,  and  engage  the  attention  of 
his  Reader  3— then,  indeed,  for  any  thing 
that  appears  to  the  contrary  in  the  Text, 
we  may  bring  the  date  as  low  as  we 
pleafe.  But  this  would  be,  in  one  cafe, 
prefumptuoufly  to  defpife  the  authority 
of  the  beft  and  moffc  ancient  Manu- 
fcripts ;  and,  in  the  other,  to  alter  with* 
out  reafon  the  plain  fenfe  and  meaning  of 
the  Hiftorian.  We  muft  therefore  adhere 
to  the  foregoing  conclusion,  and  join  with 
thofe  Fathers,  who  afcrihe  to  this  Gofpel 
the  earlier  date. 

This  date,  deduced  from  internal  marks, 
we  may  now  fix  upon  with  the  greater 
confidence,  as  it  appears  to  be  confirmed 
by  a  happy  accefiion  of  external  proofs.  If 
the  two  Epiltles  of  St.  Clement,  pub- 
lished by  Wetstein  at  the  end  of  his  New 
Teilament,  be  genuine,  (and  he  has  pro* 
duced  very  Itrong  Arguments  [e]   to  prove 

[d~\  Jones  on  the  Canon  of  the  New  Teftament,  Vol.  iiL 
p.  141. 

[e]  Frcu^ctn,  ad  duas  Epiftolas  Sti  Clementis  Romani,  p. 

5-9'  . 

them 
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them  fuch)  then  it  is  evident  from  the 
exprefs  quotations  \f"\  contained  in  them, 
that  St.  John  penned  his  Gofpel,  not  only 
before  the  Death  of  that  apoftolical  Bifhop, 
but  even  before  his  Abdication.  For  thefe 
Epiflles  bear  the  nature  of  Epifcopal  charg- 
es, and  and  are  particularly  addreffed  to 
the  Teachers  of  Religion ;  which  mani- 
feflly  implies,  that  St.  Clement  prefided 
over  the  fee  of  Rome  at  the  time  he  wrote 
them.  But  he  quitted  that  fee,  according 
to  the  computation  of  the  moil  approved 
Chronologers,  about  the  Year  lxxxiii. 
From  whence  it  follows,  that  the  Gofpel, 
fo  often  quoted  by  him,  muft  neceffarily 
have  been  extant  before  that  time. 

We  have  now  feen  at  what  times,  and 
with  what  views,  the  Gofpels  were  writ- 
ten :  And  if  we  attend  a  little  to  the  views 
and  intentions  the  Writers  had,  we  may 
eafily  and  rationally  account  for  their 
Number. 

St.  Matthew  wrote  his  Gofpel  for 
the  ufe  of  the  Churches  in  Palejlifte,    then 

composed 
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eompofed  of  Jewijh  Converts ,  and  adapt-* 
ed  it  to  the  condition  of  the  times,  and 
the  nature  of  their  circumftances. 

When  the  Gentiles  were  admitted  into 
the  Chriftian  Church,  St.  Luke,  as  the 
exigences  of  their  ftate  required,  ftrength- 
ened  their  faith  by  another  Gofpel,  accom- 
modated to  their  fpecial  ufe. 

And  when  the  invidious  difiinction be- 
tween yews  and  Gentiles  had  well  nigh 
ceafed,  St.  Mark,  wifely  rejecting  the 
many  peculiarities  of  thefe  two  Gofpels, 
compacted  a  third  out  of  their  moffc  im- 
portant Contents,  for  the  benefit  and  in- 
flru&ion  of  Chriilians  at  large. 

And  afterwards,  when  the  Church  was 
infefled  by  Hereticks,  St.  John  undertook 
to  confute  their  errors  from  the  Life  and 
Converfation  of  Christ  :  which  produc- 
ed the  la.fr,  of  thefe  Gofpels  \  and  afforded 
the  Author  an  excellent  opportunity  of  re- 
lating feveral  remarkable  things  which  had 
been  belore  omitted  by  hii>  Predecefibrs. 
Thefe,  in  all  probability,  were  the  reafons 


which  induced  the  Evangelifts  to  write- 


And 
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And  hence  it  is  that  we  have  Four  Gof-* 
pels :  all  of  them  compofed,  as  Eusebius 
obfervesfg],  on  Jpecia/ and  urgent occafions . 
Now,  thefe  Gofpek  are  by  no  means  to 
be  looked  upon  as  fo  many  detached  pieces, 
compofed  by  perfons  totally  ignorant  of 
each  other's  Intention  ;  but  rather  as  one 
complete,  entire  fyftem  of  Divinity,  fup- 
ported  by  the  ftrongeft  proofs  that  the 
fubject  is  capable  of,  and  defended  againft 
all  the  obj  eel  ions  which  either  Jews  or 
Gentiles,  or  even  its  more  dangerous  here-* 
tied  ProfefTors,  could  make  to  the  truth 
and  certainty  of  it.  If  we  read  them  in 
the  order  they  are  here  placed,  we  mall  find 
them  improving  one  upon  another,  and  yet 
all  confpiring  to  the  fame  end-^-to  a  per-, 
feci  reprefentation  of  revealed  Religion. 
Each  of  the  Authors  confulted  the  Wri- 
tings of  his  PredecerTors ;  and  either  by 
addition  of  facls-^ — explanation  of  terms— 
or  confirmation  of  doctrine,  contributed 
fomething  to  the  common  flock,   and   the 

\£\  OiK  Kj  iTTolnx'.xtt;  twi  7r>v  ygaQr.t .-iXC«r»  xaTiyj-  hoy*}*.  QjWl 
quidem  necefjitate  quadam  ad  jcribendum  impulfos fuijfe perbibeni. 
Hiit.  Eccl.  1.  iii.  c.  24. 

4  general 
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general  inftruclion  of  Chriftians  [b].  They 
likewife  quoted  each  others  words,  and 
thereby  recommended  each  others  Hifto- 
ries.  A  circumftance  of  great  advantage* 
whatever  fome  may  think  of  it,  to  the 
fervice  of  the  Chriftian  caufe.  For  by  this 
means  they  became  not  only  mutual  Vouch- 
ers for  the  truth  of  thefe  genuine  Gofpels, 
but  at  the  fame  time  joint-oppofers  of  all 
thofe  fpurious  ones,  that  were  impioufly 
obtruded  on  the  world. 

It  is  well  known,  that  the  firfl  Con* 
verts  to  Christianity,  deiirous  of  preferving 
the  remembrance  of  the  things  tranfa&ed 
by  our  Saviour,  collected  together  all  the 
reports  they  could  hear  concerning  him, 
and  digefted  them  into  Hiftories,  which 
they  called  Gospels.  Among  thefe  there 
were  two  of  principal  Note  — the  one 
ftiled  "  the  Gofpel  according  to  the  He* 
"brews" — and  the  other  " according  to  the 
ff  Egyptians"  [/'].    Both  thefe  Gofpels  ap- 

[/j]  Vride  Chrysost.  Horn.  prim,  in  Matth.  fab  initio. 

[/J  Theophylact.  Prxf.  Com.  in  Luc.  Mill.  Prolegom. 
N°.  38.  Oriqen.  in  Proem.  Lucje.  Hierony:.:.  Com. 
in  Matth,  Pioccm. 

pear 
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pear,  by  the  fragments  ftill  extant  [k],  to 
have  been  full  fraught  with  ridiculous  fto- 
ries — imperfect  relations— and  falfe  doc- 
trines j  and  yet  pretended  to  the  moil  fa- 
cred  authority,  as  being  compiled  from 
accounts,  delivered  by  thofe  "  who  were 
"  Eye-WitnelTes  and  Minifters  of  the 
"  Word  [/]".  Accordingly,  they  were  held 
in  the  higheft  veneration  among  thefe  Peo- 
ple to  whom  they  are  afcribed  [m] :  and 
Heretics  of  various  denominations  foon  be- 
gan to  appeal  to  them  ;  as  they  did  indeed 
to  other  monuments  of  the  like  kind, 
which  favoured  their  pernicious  Doctrines 

I.\T  this  ftate  of  things,  when  lb  many 
Gofpels  appeared  in  the  World,  all  claim- 
ing an  equal  authority,  how  were  the  true 
ones   to  be  diftinguiihed  from  the  falfe  f 

Will  you  fay  that  the  abfurdities  contained 
in  iome  of  them,    were  alone  fufricient  to 

[/;]  Grab.  Spicileg.  Patr.  To:n.  I.  Seel.  i.  p.  25---31.  ct 

P-  35—37- 

[/j  Luke  i.  2.  Thkophyl.  ia  locum. 

U,:]  Euseb.  Hiil.  Ecsl.  Lib.  iii.  c.  25.    Lib.  ii.  c.  17. 

3V1:l!..  Prolegom.  N°.  3 ?--- 5 2 . 

f«]MiLi..  Vrukgom.  N~.53. 

over- 
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overthrow  their  credit  ?  with  judicious  men 
indeed  they  might.  But  what  if  the  gene- 
rality took  things  upon  truft,  and  feldom 
or  never  exercifed  their  judgment  ?  and 
yet  if  this  was  not  the  cafe,  it  is  hard  to 
conceive,  how  feveral  articles  could  gain 
belief,  which,  neverthelefs,  paifed  current 
among  the  primitive  Chriflians. 

Since  then  there  was  but  little  likeli- 
hood that  they  mould  diftinguifh  and  de- 
termine rightly  for  themfelves,  it  was  in- 
cumbent on  the  Evangeliils  to  do  it  for 
them  :  and  they  did  it  indeed  effectually. 
For  they  apprized  the  world,  that  there 
were  many  fpurious  Gofpels  abroad  :  But, 
as  they  deemed  them  worthy  of  no  regard, 
lb  they  wifely  took  no  farther  notice  of 
them.  The  true  ones  however  they  care- 
fully directed  their  Difciples  to,  and  re- 
commended them  to  their  perufal  in  a 
peculiar  manner.  St.  Luke,  by  his  quo- 
tations, refered  his  Readers  to  the  Gofpel 
of  St.  Matthew.  St.  Mark,  by  the 
lame  method,  referred  n Grain  both  to  St. 
Matthew's    and    St.    Luke's.     Thefe 

three 
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three  Gofpels  were  approved  by  St.  John 
[o],  and  appointed  to  be  read  in  the  Church- 
es. And  afterwards,  when  he  wrote  his 
own,  it  was  ufhered  into  the  world  with 
the  knowledge,  approbation,  and  perhaps 
teftimony  [p]  of  all  the  AJiatic  Bifhops. 

Thus  the  true  Gofpels  were  not  only 

diftinguimed  from  the  falfe,  but  the  prior 

ones  continually  received  additional  light, 

ftrength,  and  confirmation  from  thofe  that 

followed  -, — till  at  length  the  whole  Evan-*- 

gclical  Hiftory  was  finally  clofed,  and  the 

Evangelical   Canon    eftabliihed   upon   the 

firmed   ground,    by    the  molt    venerable 

authority  [q\.     For  it  is  evident  that  St, 

Iohn     actually    clofed    the    Hiftory     of 

Christ,  when  he   added  his  own  to  the 

Three  other  Gofpels.     And  left  Chriflians 

mould  be  deceived  by  vain  pretences  to  more 

[o~\  Tu*  tncoatayea/piinui  Tpitu  (Y.vafyi}.'ia>)  tl;   <wa.v~a.$  r,-)-n  *j 

uvnU  Zmp.ot%TV£l)<Tuilx.  Pralalis  jam  in  omnium  ipfiufque  adeo 
Ioanm  nolitiam  fiipradiciis  trilus  E*uatigci:i5,  approbawij/e  ea 
Joannes  ft  <veriiatemfcriptorum Juo  tejlitncnio  tcnf.rmajft  d'uitur. 
l.iiLK.  Hill.  Fxcl.  Lib.  iii.  c.  24. 

[  p)   Vicl.  Grot.  Annot.  ad  Joan.  xxi.  24.  et  xx.  30. 

y)  Vide  Mi  li  1  Prolegom.  Numb.  193,  194. 

perfect 
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perfect,  accounts  than  what  are  here  to  be 
met  with;  he  wifely  guarded  them  from 
receiving  any  other  Gofpels,  even  tho'  they 
mould  chance  to  contain  fome  real  Facts, 
not  mentioned  by  him,  or  his  brother  Evan- 
gelifts.  "  There  are  many  other  things* 
"  fays  he,  which  Jesus  did,  the  which  if 
"  they  mould  be  written  every  one,  I  fup- 
"  pofe  that  even  the  World  itfelf  could  not 
"  contain  the  Books  that  would  be  written 
"  [r]  :"  that  is,  there  would  be  no  end  of 
writing.  But  tho'  "  there  are  many  other 
<f  Things  that  Jesus  did  in  the  prefenceof 
"  his  Difciples,  which  are  not  written 
"  in  this  Book"  of  the  four  Evanp-elifts, 
which  is  here  compleated  -,  yet  thefe 
things  that  are  now  written  are  fufficient  to 
anfwer  the  Purpofe  intended — viz.  "  that 
"  you  might  fee  reafon  to  believe  that  Je- 
"  sus  is  the  Christ,  the  Son  of  God, 
"  and  that,  believing:,  vou  might  have 
"  Life  thro'  his  Name  [/)". 
Therefore  look  no  farther. 

[>]   Ch.  xxi.  s j. 
[>]  Ch.  xx.   jc,  31. 

I  The 
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This  Rule  the  Apojlolical  Fathers  reli- 
gioufly  obferved.  For  they  always  refer 
to  the  genuine  Gofpels,  and  never,  that  I 
know  of,  to  apocryphal  ox  fpurious  ones. 


FINIS. 


A  SCHEME  of  the  Times,  Places,  and 
Occafions  of  writing  the  Gospels,  ac- 
cording to  the  foregoing  Account. 

Gospels.  Place.  A.  D. 

St.  Matthew's,  Jerufalem,  ab*.  xxxviii. 
For  the  life  of  the  yewijh  Converts. 

St.  Luke's,  Corinth,      about  liii. 

For  the  ufe  of  the  Gentile  Converts. 

St.  Mark's,  Rome,         about  lxiii. 

For  the  ufe  of  Obrijiiam  at  large. 

St.  John's,  Epbefus,     about  lxix. 

To  confute  the  Cerinthian  and  other  Here- 

fies. 
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